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fled  In  the  amendment  are  the  same  as 
those  published  under  notice  of  rule 
making  with  the  exception  that  a  fee  of 
$2.00  for  a  solids  determination  on  an 
individual  sample  has  been  added. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant 
matters  presented  including  the  pro¬ 
posals  set  forth  in  the  aforesaid  notices, 
the  amendment  hereinafter  set  forth  is 
promulgated  to  become  effective  April  1, 
1953,  following  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

It  is  hereby  found  that  it  is  impracti¬ 
cal.  unnecessary,  and  contrary  to  public 
interest  to  postpone'the  effective  date  of 
this  amendment  for  30  days  after  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Federal  Register  for  the 
reasons  that  (1)  legislation  requires  that 
the  fees  charged  shall  cover  the  cost  of 
the  service  and  the  fees  set  forth  herein 
are  necessary  to  cover  such  costs.  (2)  the 
provisions  pertaining  to  countersigning 
licenses  will  not  affect  the  industry,  (3) 
the  provisions  regarding  the  denial  of 
service  are  intended  to  protect  the  in¬ 
tegrity  of,  and  public  confidence  in,  the 
service  and  any  delay  in  the  effective 
date  of  this  amendment  would  not  be 
in  the  best  public  interest,  and  (4)  addi¬ 
tional  time  is  not  required  in  order  for 
the  industry  to  make  preparation  for 
compliance  with  this  amendment. 

The  amendment  is  as  follows: 

1.  Amend  S  55.11  When  application 
may  be  rejected  to  read  as  follows: 

§  55.11  When,  application  may  be  re¬ 
jected.  Any  application  for  grading 
8er\ice,  inspection  service,  or  sampling 
service  may  be  rejected  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  (a)  whenever  the  applicant  fails 
to  meet  the  requirements  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  prescribing  the  conditions  under 
which  the  service  is  made  available;  (b) 
whenever  the  product  is  owned  by  or  lo¬ 
cated  on  the  premises  of  a  person  cur¬ 
rently  denied  the  benefits  of  the  act;  (c) 
where  any  individual  holding  office  or  a 
responsible  position  with  or  having  a 
substantial  financial  interest  or  share  in 
the  applicant  is  currently  denied  the 
benefits  of  the  act  or  was  responsible  in 
whole  or  in  part  for  the  current  denial 
of  the  benefits  of  the  act  to  any  person; 
or  (d>  where  he  determines  that  the 
application  is  an  attempt  on  the  part  of 
a  person  currently  denied  the  benefits 
of  the  act  to  obtain  grading  or  inspection 
service.  Each  such  applicant  shall  be 
promptly  notified  by  registered  mail  of 
the  reasons  for  the  rejection.  A  written 
petition  for  reconsideration  of  such  re¬ 
jection  may  be  filed  by  the  applicant 
with  the  Administrator  if  postmarked 
or  delivered  within  10  days  after  the  re¬ 
ceipt  of  notice  of  the  rejection.  Such 
petition  shall  state  specifically  the  errors 
alleged  to  have  been  made  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  in  rejecting  the  application. 
Within  20  days  following  the  receipt  of 
such  a  petition  for  reconsideration,  the 
Administrator  shall  approve  the  applica¬ 
tion  or  notify  the  applicant  by  registered 
mail  of  the  reasons  for  the  rejection 
thereof. 

2.  Amend  §  55.33  Who  may  be  licensed 
to  read  as  follows ; 

5  55.33  Who  may  be  licensed,  (a) 
Anj’  person  who  is  a  Federal  or  State  em¬ 
ployee  possessing  proper  qualifications  as 
determined  by  an  examination  for  com¬ 


petency  and  W'ho  Is  to  perform  service 
pursuant  to  this  part  may  be  licensed  by 
the  Secretary  as  a  grader,  inspector, 
sampler,  or  supervisor  of  packaging. 

(b)  Any  prospective  licensee  other 
than  a  Federal  or  State  employee  pos¬ 
sessing  proper  qualifications  as  deter¬ 
mined  by  an  examination  for  comp>etency 
and  who  is  to  perform  service  pursuant 
to  this  part  may  be  licensed  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  as  a  grader,  inspector,  sampler, 
or  supervisor  of  packaging.  However, 
prior  to  the  granting  of  the  license  he 
shall  procure  and  deliver  to  the  Admin¬ 
istration  a  surety  bond  issued  by  such 
surety  as  may  be  approved  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  in  the  amount  of  $1,000  for 
the  proper  performance  of  the  duties  of 
such  licensee  under  this  part. 

(c)  All  licenses  issued  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  are  to  be  countersigned  by  the  of¬ 
ficer  in  charge  of  the  poultry  grading  and 
inspection  service  of  the  Administration 
or  by  any  other  official  of  such  service 
designated  by  such  officer. 

3.  Amend  §  55.34  Limited  license  may 
be  issued  to  read  as  follows: 

§  55.34  Limited  license  may  be  issued. 
To  any  person  possessing  proper  qualifi¬ 
cations.  as  determined  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator,  there  may  be  issued  a  limited  li¬ 
cense  by  the  Secretary  to  perform  the 
following  functions:  (a)  To  candle  and 
grade  eggs  on  the  basis  of  Official  United 
States  Standards  for  Quality  of  Individ¬ 
ual  Shell  Eggs  with  respect  to  eggs  pur¬ 
chased  from  producers  or  eggs  to  be 
packaged  with  official  identification,  and 
(b)  to  inspect  liquid  and  frozen  eggs  that 
are  produced  under  the  supervision  of  an 
Inspector.  No  person  to  whom  a  limited 
license  is  issued  by  the  Secretary  shall 
have  the  authority  to  issue  any  grading 
certificate;  and  all  eggs  (whether  shell, 
liquid,  or  frozen)  which  are  graded  and 
inspected  by  any  such  person  shall 
thereafter  be  check-graded  and  check- 
inspected  by  a  grader  or  inspector.  All 
limited  licenses,  issued  by  the  Secretary, 
are  to  be  countersigned  by  the  officer  in 
charge  of  the  poultry  grading  and  in¬ 
spection  service  of  the  Administration  or 
by  any  other  official  of  such  service  des¬ 
ignated  by  such  officer. 

4.  Amend  §  55.41  Fees  for  additional 
copies  of  grading  certificates,  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  55.41  Fees  for  additional  copies  of 
grading  certificates.  Additional  copies 
of  any  grading  certificates,  other  than 
those  provided  for  in  §  55.20,  may  be 
suppli^  to  any  interested  party  upon 
payment  of  a  fee  of  $1.50  for  each  set 
of  five  or  fewer  copies. 

5.  Amend  paragraph  (a)  Shell  Eggs, 
of  §  55.43  Egg  grading  and  inspection 
fees,  to  read  as  follows: 

(a)  Shell  eggs. 

Fee 


For  10  packages  or  less _ i _ $1.80 

For  11  to  25  packages,  inclusive _  3.00 

For  26  to  50  packages.  Inclusive _  3.  60 

For  51  to  100  packages.  Inclusive _  5.  50 

For  101  to  200  packages,  inclusive _  7.  50 

For  201  to  300  packages,  inclusive _  9.  00 

For  301  to  400  packages.  Inclusive _ 11.00 

For  401  to  600  packages,  inclusive _ 15. 00 

For  each  additional  100  packages,  or 
fraction  thereof,  in  excess  of  600 
packages _ _  1. 80 


6.  Amend  §  55.44  Fees  for  laboratory 
analyses,  to  read  as  follows : 

§  55.44  Fees  for  laboratory  analyses. 
(a)  For  each  of  the  following  labora¬ 
tory  analyses  the  fee  referable  thereto 
shall  be  applicable  except  as  otherwise 
stated  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section: 


(1>  Dried  whole  eggs. 

Fee 

Solids _ $1.50 

Fat _  2.  50 

Solubility  _  .  75 

Palatability  and  odor: 

First  sample _ 1.50 

Each  addition  sample _ .60 

(2)  Dried  yolks. 

Solids _ $1.  50 

Fat _  2. 50 

Solubility  _  .  75 

Sugar -  3.  50 

Palatability  and  odor: 

First  sample _  1.50 

Each  additional  sample _ .GO 

(3)  Dried  albumen. 

Solids . . . $1.50 

Particle  size _  .  75 

Whipping  test _  1.00 

Meringue  _  1.50 

(4)  Frozen  whole  eggs. 

Solids . $l..50 

Fat . . 2.50 

(5)  Frozen  whites. 

Solids  . . . . — . . $1.  50 

Fat . . . . -  2.50 

Whipping  test _  1.  00 

Meringue _  1.50 

(6)  Frozen  yolks. 

Solids . $1.  50 

Fat _  2. 50 

Sugar _  3.  50 


(7)  Bacteriological  analyses  and  spec¬ 
ified  determinations  with  respect  to 
products  listed  in  subparagraphs  (1) 
through  (6)  of  this  paragraph. 


Fee 

Bacteriological  plate  count _ $1.  50 

Bacteriological  direct  count _  1.  50 

E.  Coll.  (Presumptive) _  1.80 

Salt  _  6. 00 

Color  _  1.50 


(b)  Other  fees  for  specified  individual 
tests  and  services:  The  fees  specified  in 
this  paragraph  are  applicable  for  indi¬ 
vidual  tests  for  one  factor  only  on  a 
particular  sample  of  egg  products. 


Fee 

Solids . - . $2.  00 

Bacteriological  plate  count _  1.  75 

Bacteriological  direct  count -  l.fO 

Yeast  and  mold  count _ 1.50 

Presumptive  E.  Coll -  2.  00 

Sediment  _ -  1.00 

Extraneous  material _  2.  00 

Color  . 1.75 

pH  . .75 

Palatability  and  odor _  1.  50 

Presumptive  coliform  count  (solid 

media)  _  1.80 


7.  Amend  §  55.56  Fraud  and  misrepre¬ 
sentation,  to  read  as  follows: 

§  55.56  Denial  of  service,  (a)  The 
following  acts  or  practices  may  be 
deemed  sufficient  cause  for  the  debar¬ 
ment  of  any  person  by  the  Administrator 
from  any  or  all  benefits  of  the  act  for  a 
specified  period,  after  notice  and  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  hearing  has  been  accorded 
him: 

(1)  Misrepresentation,  deceptive,  or 
fraudulent  acts  or  practices.  Any  wil- 
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ful  misrepresentation  or  any  deceptive  or 
fraudulent  act  or  practice  found  to  be 
made  or  committed  by  any  person  in  con¬ 
nection  with : 

(1)  The  making  or  filing  of  any  appli¬ 
cation  for  any  grading  service,  inspection 
service,  or  sampling  service,  appeal  or  re¬ 
grading  service; 

(ii)  The  making  of  the  product 
accessible  for  sampling,  grading,  or 
inspection ; 

(iii)  The  use  of  any  grading  certifi¬ 
cate  or  inspection  certificate  issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  regulations  in  this  part  or 
the  use  of  any  official  stamp,  label,  or 
identification ; 

(iv)  The  use  of  the  terms  “United 
States,”  or  “U.  S.”  in  conjunction  with 
the  grade  of  the  product; 

(V)  The  use  of  any  of  the  aforesaid 
terms  or  an  official  stamp,  label,  or  iden¬ 
tification  in  the  labeling  or  advertising 
of  any  product;  or 

(vi)  The  use  of  the  terms  “Govern¬ 
ment  graded.”  “Federal-State  graded.” 
“U.  S.  inspected,”  “Government  inspect¬ 
ed.”  or  terms  of  similar  import  in  the 
label] ?ig  or  advertising  of  any  product. 

(2)  Use  of  facsimile  forms.  Tlie  un¬ 
authorized  use  of  a  form  which  simu¬ 
lates  in  whole  or  in  part  any  official 
certificate,  stamp,  label,  or  identification 
authorized  to  be  issued  or  used  imder 
the  regulations  in  this  part  to  evidence 
the  inspection  or  grade  of  any  product. 

(3 )  Wilful  violation  of  the  regulations. 
Any  wilful  violation  of  the  regulations  in 
this  part. 

(4)  Interfering  with  a  grader  or  in~ 
spector.  Any  interference  with  or  ob¬ 
struction  of  any  grader  or  inspector  in 
the  performance  of  his  duties  by  intimi¬ 
dation,  threat,  bribery,  assault  or  any 
other  improper  means. 

(5)  Misleading  labeling.  The  use  of 
the  terms  “Government  graded,”  “Fed¬ 
eral-State  graded,”  or  terms  of  similar 
import  in  the  labeling  of  any  product 
without  stating  in  the  label  the  U.  S. 
grade  of  the  product  as  determined  by 
an  authorized  grader. 

(6)  Miscellaneous.  The  existence  of 
any  of  the  conditions  set  forth  in  §  55.11 
constituting  a  basis  for  the  rejection  of 
an  application  for  grading  or  inspection 
service. 

(b)  Whenever  the  Administrator  has 
reason  to  believe  that  any  person,  or  his 
employee,  agent,  or  representative  has 
flagrantly  or  repeatedly  committed  any 
of  the  acts  or  practices  specified  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section,  he  may  without 
hearing,  direct  that  the  benefits  of  the 
act  be  denied  such  person  pending  in¬ 
vestigation  and  hearing  and  shall  give 
notice  thereof  by  registered  mail.  A 
WTitten  petition  for  reconsideration  of 
such  interim  denial  may  be  filed  with  the 
Administrator  by  any  person  so  denied 
the  benefits  of  the  act  if  postmarked  or 
delivered  within  10  days  after  notice  of 
the  interim  denial.  Such  petition  shall 
state  specifically  the  errors  alleged  to 
have  been  made  by  the  Administrator  in 
denying  the  benefits  of  the  act  pending 
investigation  and  hearing.  Within  20 
days  following  the  receipt  of  such  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  reconsideration,  the  Administra¬ 
tor  shall  reinstate  the  benefits  of  the 
act  or  notify  the  petitioner  by  registered 


mail  of  the  reasons  for  continued  interim 
denial. 

8.  Delete  §  55.59  Interfering  with  a 
grader,  inspector,  or  sampler. 

9.  Renumber  and  change  the  title  of 
§  55.60  and  §  55.61  to  read  as  follows; 
“§  55.59  Publications’’  and  “§  55.60 
Identification.” 

(Pub.  Law  451,  82d  Cong.) 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  11th 
day  of  March  1953. 

[sealI  Ezra  Taft  Benson, 

Secretary. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  53-2308;  Filed,  Mar.  13,  1953; 
8:51  a.  m.j 


Chapter  IX — Production  and  Mar¬ 
keting  Administration  (Marketing 
Agreements  and  Orders),  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture 

I  Tangerine  Reg.  136] 

Part  933 — Oranges,  Grapefruit,  and 
Tangerines  Grown  in  Florida 

LIMITATION  OF  SHIPMENTS 

§  933.621  Tangerine  Regulation  136 — 
(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Or¬ 
der  No.  33,  as  amended  (7  CTFR  Part  933) , 
regulating  the  handling  of  oranges, 
grapefruit,  and  tangerines,  grown  in  the 
State  of  Florida,  effective  under  the  ap¬ 
plicable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended,  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  rec¬ 
ommendations  of  the  committees  estab¬ 
lished  under  the  aforesaid  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  and 
upon  other  available  information,  it  is 
hereby  found  that  the  limitation  of  ship¬ 
ments  of  tangerines,  as  hereinafter  pro¬ 
vided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
thereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (60  Stat. 
237;  5  U.  S.  C.  1001  et  seq.)  because  the 
time  intervening  between  the  date  when 
information  upon  which  this  section  is 
based  became  available  and  the  time 
W’hen  this  section  must  become  effective 
in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act  is  insufficient;  a  reasonable 
time  is  permitted,  under  the  circum¬ 
stances,  for  preparation  for  such  effec¬ 
tive  time;  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  the  provisions  of  this  section  ef¬ 
fective  not  later  than  March  16,  1953. 
Shipments  of  tangerines,  grown  in 
the  State  of  Florida,  are  presently  sub¬ 
ject  to  regulation  by  grades  and  sizes, 
pursuant  to  the  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order,  and  will  so  con¬ 
tinue  until  March  16,  1953;  the  rec¬ 
ommendation  and  supporting  informa¬ 
tion  for  continued  regulation  subsequent 
to  March  15  was  promptly  submitted 
to  the  Department  after  an  open  meeting 
of  the  Growers  Administrative  Commit¬ 
tee  on  March  10;  such  meeting  w’as 
held  to  consider  recommendations  for 


regulation,  after  giving  due  notice  of 
such  meeting,  and  interested  persons 
were  afforded  an  opportunity  to  submit 
their  views  at  this  meeting;  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  section,  including  the  ef¬ 
fective  time  of  this  section,  are  identical 
with  the  aforesaid  recommendation  of 
the  committee,  and  information  con¬ 
cerning  such  provisions  and  effective 
time  has  been  disseminated  among  han¬ 
dlers  of  such  tangerines;  it  is  necessary, 
in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act,  to  make  this  section  effective 
during  the  period  hereinafter  set  forth 
so  as  to  provide  for  the  continued  regu¬ 
lation  of  the  handling  of  tangerines;  and 
compliance  with  this  section  will  not 
require  any  special  preparation  on  the 
part  of  persons  subject  thereto  which 
cannot  be  completed  on  or  before  the 
effective  date  of  this  section. 

(b)  Order.  ( 1 )  During  the  period  be¬ 
ginning  at  12:01  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  March  16, 
1953,  and  ending  at  12:01  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t, 
July  31,  1953,  no  handler  shall  ship: 

(1)  Any  tangerines,  grown  in  the  State 
of  Florida,  that  do  not  grade  at  least 
U.  S.  No.  2  Russet. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handler,” 
“ship,”  and  “Growers  Administrative 
Committee”  shall  have  the  same  mean¬ 
ing  as  when  used  in  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order;  and  “U.  S. 
No.  2  Russet,”  shall  have  the  same  mean¬ 
ing  as  when  used  in  the  revised  United 
States  Standards  for  Florida  Tangerines 
(§  51.417  of  this  title;  17  F.  R.  8377). 

(Sec.  5,  49  Stat.  753,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C. 
and  Sup.  608c) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  12th 
day  of  March  1953. 

[SEAL]  S.  R.  Smith, 

Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Branch,  Production  and  Mar¬ 
keting  Administration. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-2346:  Filed,  Mar.  13.  1953; 

8:45  a.  m.j 


[Grapefruit  Reg.  178] 

Part  933 — Oranges,  Grapefruit,  and 
Tangerines  Grown  in  Florida 

limitation  of  shipments 

§  933.622  Grapefruit  Regulation 
(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  33,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
933 ) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  oranges, 
grapefruit,  and  tangerines  grown  in  the 
State  of  Florida,  effective  under  the  ap¬ 
plicable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended,  and  upon  the  basis  of  the 
recommendations  of  the  committees 
established  under  the  aforesaid  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  and 
upon  other  available  information,  it  ts 
hereby  found  that  the  limitation  of 
shipments  of  grapefruit,  as  hereinafter 
provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice,  en¬ 
gage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication  iu 
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the  Federal  Register  (60  Stat.  237;  5 
U.  S.  C.  1001  et  seq.)  because  the  time 
intervening  between  the  date  when  in¬ 
formation  upon  which  this  section  is 
based  became  available  and  the  time 
when  this  section  must  become  effective 
in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act  is  insuflOcient;  a  reasonable 
time  is  permitted,  under  the  circum¬ 
stances,  for  preparation  for  such  effec¬ 
tive  time;  and  good  cause  exists  for  mak¬ 
ing  the  provisions  of  this  section  effective 
not  later  than  March  16,  1953.  Ship¬ 
ments  of  grapefruit,  grown  in  the  State 
of  Florida,  are  presently  subject  to  regu¬ 
lation  by  grades  and  sizes,  pursuant  to 
the  amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  will  so  continue  until  March 
16,  1953;  the  recommendation  and 
supporting  information  for  continued 
regulation  subsequent  to  March  15 
was  promptly  submitted  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  after  an  open  meeting  of  the 
Growers  Adminikrative  Committee  on 
March  10;  such  meeting  was  held  to 
consider  recommendations  for  regula¬ 
tion.  after  giving  due  notice  of  such 
meeting,  and  interested  persons  were  af¬ 
forded  an  opportunity  to  submit  their 
views  at  this  meeting;  the  provisions  of 
this  section,  including  the  effective  time 
of  this  section,  are  identical  with  the 
aforesaid  recommendation  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  and  information  concerning  such 
provisions  and  effective  time  has  been 
disseminated  among  handlers  of  such 
grapefruit;  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act, 
to  make  this  section  effective  during  the 
period  hereinafter  set  forth  so  as  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  continued  regulation  of  the 
handling  of  grapefruit;  and  compliance 
with  this  section  will  not  require  any 
special  preparation  on  the  part  of  per¬ 
sons  subject  thereto  which,  cannot  be 
completed  by  the  effective  time  of  this 
section. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  During  the  period  be¬ 
ginning  at  12:01  a.  m.,  e.  s,  t.,  March  16, 
1953,  and  ending  at  12:01  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t., 
March  30,  1953,  no  handler  shall  ship: 

(i)  Any  white  seeded  grapefruit,  grown 
in  the  State  of  Florida,  which  do  not 
grade  at  least  U.  S.  No.  1  Russet; 

(ii)  Any  pink  seeded  grapefruit,  grown 
in  the  State  of  Florida,  which  do  not 
grade  at  least  U.  S.  No.  2; 

(iii)  Any  seedless  grapefruit,  growm  in 
“Regulation  Area  II,”  which  do  not  grade 
at  least  U.  S.  No.  2  Russet; 

(iv)  Any  white  seedless  grapefruit, 
grown  in  “Regulation  Area  I,”  which  do 
not  grade  at  least  U.  S.  No.  2; 

(V)  Any  pink  seedless  grapefruit, 
grown  in  “Regulation  Area  I,”  which  do 
not  grade  at  least  U.  S.  No.  2  Russet; 

(vi)  Any  seeded  grapefruit,  other  than 
pink  grapefruit,  grown  in  the  State  of 
Florida,  which  are  of  a  size  smaller  than 
a  size  that  will  pack  70  grapefruit, 
packed  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  a  standard  pack,  in  a  standard 
nailed  box; 

(vii)  Any  pink  seeded  grapefruit, 
grown  in  the  State  of  Florida,  which  are 
of  a  size  smaller  than  a  size  that  will 
pack  80  grapefruit,  packed  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  a  stand¬ 
ard  pack,  in  a  standard  nailed  box; 


(viii)  Any  white  seedless  grapefruit, 
grown  in  “Regulation  Area  I,”  that 
grade  U.  S.  No.  2  or  U.  S.  No.  2  Bright 
which  are  (a)  of  a  size  smaller  than  a 
size  that  will  pack  96  grapefruit,  packed 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of  a 
standard  pack,  in  a  standard  nailed  box. 
or  (b)  of  a  size  larger  than  a  size  that 
will  pack  64  grapefruit,  packed  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  a 
standard  pack,  in  a  standard  nailed  box; 

(ix)  Any  white  seedless  grapefruit, 
grown  in  the  State  of  Florida,  which  are 
of  a  size  smaller  than  a  size  that  will 
pack  96  grapefruit,  packed  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  a  stand¬ 
ard  pack,  in  a  standard  nailed  box;  or 
(X)  Any  pink  seedless  grapefruit,  grown 
in  the  State  of  Florida,  which  are  of  a 
size  smaller  than  a  size  that  will  pack 
112  grapefruit,  packed  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  a  standard 
pack,  in  a  standard  nailed  box. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handler,” 
“variety,”  “ship,”  “Regulation  Area  I,” 
and  “Regulation  Area  II”  shall  have  the 
same  meaning  as  when  used  in  said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order;  and  “U.  S.  No.  1  Russet,”  “U.  S. 
No.  2,”  “U.  S.  No.  2  Russet,”  “standard 
pack,”  and  “standard  nailed  box”  shall 
have  the  same  meaning  as  when  used  in 
the  revised  United  States  Standards  for 
Florida  Grapefruit  (§  51.193  of  this  title; 
17  F.  R.  7408). 


(Sec.  5,  49  Stat.  753.  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C. 
and  Sup.  608c) 


Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  12th 
day  of  March  1953. 


[seal!  S.  R.  Smith, 

Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Branch,  Production  and  Mar¬ 
keting  Administration. 


(P.  R  Doc.  53-2344;  Filed,  Mar.  13.  1953; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


(Orange  Reg.  233] 

Part  933 — Oranges,  Grapefruit,  and 
Tangerines  Grown  in  Florida 


LIMITATION  OF  SHIPMENTS 


§  933.623  Orange  Regulation  233 — 
(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Or¬ 
der  No.  33,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
933) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  oranges, 
grapefruit,  and  tangerines  grown  in  the 
State  of  Florida,  effective  under  the 
applicable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended,  and  upon  the  basis  of  the 
recommendations  of  the  committees 
established  under  the  aforesaid  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  and 
upon  other  available  information,  it  is 
hereby  found  that  the  limitation  of 
shipments  of  oranges,  as  hereinafter 
provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
Is  Impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 


thereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (60  Stat. 
237;  5  U.  S.  C.  1001  et  seq.)  because  the 
time  intervening  between  the  date  when 
information  upon  w'hich  this  section  is 
based  became  available  and  the  time 
when  this  section  must  become  effective 
in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act  is  insufiBcient;  a  reasonable 
time  is  permitted,  under  the  circum¬ 
stances,  for  preparation  for  such  effec¬ 
tive  time;  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  the  provisions  of  this  section  ef¬ 
fective  not  later  than  March  16,  1953. 
Shipments  of  oranges,  grown  in  the  State 
of  norida,  are  presently  subject  to  regu¬ 
lation  by  grades  and  sizes,  pursuant  to 
the  amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  will  so  continue  until  March 
16,  1953;  the  recommendation  and 

supporting  information  for  continued 
regulation  subsequent  to  March  15 
was  promptly  submitted  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  after  an  open  meeting  of  the  Grow¬ 
ers  Administrative  Committee  on  March 
10;  such  meeting  was  held  to  con¬ 
sider  recommendations  for  regulation, 
after  giving  due  notice  of  such  meeting, 
and  interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  submit  their  views  at  this 
meeting;  the  provisions  of  this  section, 
including  the  effective  time  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  are  identical  with  the  aforesaid 
recommendation  of  the  committee,  and 
information  concerning  such  provisions 
and  effective  time  has  been  disseminated 
among  handlers  of  such  oranges;  it  is 
necessary,  in  order  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act,  to  make  this 
section  effective  during  the  period  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  so  as  to  provide  for  the 
continued  regulation  of  the  handling  of 
oranges;  and  compliance  with  this  sec¬ 
tion  will  not  require  any  special  prepa¬ 
ration  on  the  part  of  the  persons  subject 
thereto  which  cannot  be  completed  by 
the  effective  time  of  this  section. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  During  the  period  be¬ 
ginning  at  12:01  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  March  16, 
1953,  and  ending  at  12:01  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t., 
March  30,  1953,  no  handler  shall  ship: 

(1)  Any  oranges,  except  Temple  or¬ 
anges,  grown  in  the  State  of  Florida, 
which  do  not  grade  at  least  U.  S.  No.  1 
Russet;  or 

(ii)  Any  oranges,  except  Temple  or¬ 
anges,  grown  in  the  State  of  Florida, 
which  are  of  a  size  smaller  than  a  size 
that  will  pack  288  oranges,  packed  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  a 
standard  pack  in  a  standard  nailed  box. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  the  terms 
“handler,”  “ship,”  and  “Growers  Admin¬ 
istrative  Committee”  shall  each  have  the 
same  meaning  as  when  used  in  said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and  or¬ 
der;  and  the  terms  “U.  S.  No.  1  Rus¬ 
set,”  “standard  pack.”  “container”  and 
“standard  nailed  box”  shall  each  have 
the  same  meaning  as  when  used  in  the 
revi.sed  United  States  Standards  for 
norida  oranges  (§  51.302  of  this  title; 
17  F.  R.  7879). 

(3)  Shipments  of  Temple  oranges, 
grown  in  the  State  of  Florida,  are  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  Orange  Regulation 
225  (7  CFR  933.596;  17  F.  R.  10438). 


(Sec.  5,  49  Stat.  753,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C. 
and  Sup.  608c) 
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Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  12th 
day  of  March  1953. 

[SEAL]  S.  R.  Smith, 

Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Branch,  Production  and  Mar- 
keting  Administration. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  53-2345;  Piled.  Mar.  13,  1953; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


(Lemon  Reg.  476] 

Part  953 — Lemons  Grown  in  California 
AND  Arizona 

LIMITATION  OF  SHIPMENTS 

5  953.583  Lemon  Regulation  476 — 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  53,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
953;  14  P.  R.  3612),  regulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  lemons  grown  in  the  State  of 
California  or  in  the  State  of  Arizona, 
effective  under  the  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agree¬ 
ment  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C. 
601  et  seq.),  and  upon  the  basis  of  the 
recommendation  and  information  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Lemon  Administrative 
Committee,  established  under  the  said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and  or¬ 
der,  and  upon  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the  limita¬ 
tion  of  the  quantity  of  such  lemons  which 
may  be  handled,  as  hereinafter  provided, 
will  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary 
notice,  engage  in  public  rule  making 
procedure,  and  postpone  the  effective 
date  of  this  section  until  30  days  after 
publication  thereof  in  the  Federal 
Register  (60  Stat.  237;  5  U.  S.  C.  1001 
et  seq.)  because  the  time  intervening 
between  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  section  is  based  became  avail¬ 
able  and  the  time  when  thig  section  must 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insuffi¬ 
cient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is  permitted, 
under  the  circumstances,  for  prepara¬ 
tion  for  such  effective  time;  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  the  provisions 
of  this  section  effective  as  hereinafter 
set  forth.  Shipments  of  lemons,  grown 
in  the  State  of  California  or  in  the  State 
of  Arizona,  are  currently  subject  to 
regulation  pursuant  to  said  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order;  the 
recommendation  and  supporting  infor¬ 
mation  for  regulation  during  the  period 
specified  in  this  section  was  promptly 
submitted  to  the  Department  after  an 
open  meeting  of  the  Lemon  Administra¬ 
tive  Committee  on  March  11,  1953; 
such  meeting  was  held,  after  giving  due 
notice  thereof  to  consider  recommenda¬ 
tions  for  regulation,  and  interested  per¬ 
sons  were  afforded  an  opportunity  to 
submit  their  views  at  this  meeting;  the 
provisions  of  this  section,  including  its 
effective  time,  are  identical  with  the 
aforesaid  recommendation  of  the  com¬ 
mittee.  and  information  concerning  such 
provisions  and  effective  time  has  been 
disseminated  among  handlers  of  such 
lemons;  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act,  to 


make  this  section  effective  during  the 
period  hereinafter  specified;  and  com¬ 
pliance  with  this  section  will  not  require 
any  special  preparation  on  the  part  of 
persons  subject  thereto  which  cannot  be 
completed  by  the  effective  time  of  this 
section. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  quantity  of  lem¬ 
ons  grown  in  the  State  of  California  or  in 
the  State  of  Arizona  which  may  be  han¬ 
dled  during  the  period  beginning  at  12:01 
a.  m.,  P.  s.  t.,  March  15,  1953,  and  ending 
at  12:01  a.  m.,  P.  s.  t.,  March  22,  1953,  is 
hereby  fixed  as  follows: 

(1)  District  1:  Unlimited  movement; 

(ii)  District  2:  250  carloads; 

(iii)  District  3:  Unlimited  movement. 

(2)  The  prorate  base  of  each  handler 
who  has  made  application  therefor,  as 
provided  in  the  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order,  is  hereby  fixed  in 
accordance  with  the  prorate  base 
schedule  which  is  attached  to  Lemon 
Regulation  475  (18  F.  R.  1311)  and  made 
a  part  hereof  by  this  reference. 

(3)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled,” 
“handler,”  “carloads.”  “prorate  base,” 
“District  1,”  “District  2,”  and  “District  3,” 
shall  have  the  same  meaning  as  when 
used  in  the  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order. 

(Sec.  5,  49  Stat.  753,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C. 
and  Sup.  608c) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  12th 
day  of  March  1953. 

[seal!  S.  R.  Smith, 

Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Branch,  Production  and  Mar¬ 
keting  Administration. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  53-2377;  Filed,  Mar.  13.  1953; 

8:45  a.  m.] 


Part  988 — Milk  in  the  Knoxville, 
Tennessee,  Marketing  Area 

ORDER  amending  ORDER,  AS  AMENDED, 
REGULATING  HANDLING 

§  988.0  Findings  and  ‘determinations. 
The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  deter¬ 
minations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order; 
and  all  of  said  previous  findings  and  de¬ 
terminations  are  hereby  ratified  and 
affirmed,  except  insofar  as  such  findings 
and  determinations  may  be  in  conflict 
with  the  findings  and  determinations  set 
forth  herein. 

(a)  Findings  upon  the  basis  of  the 
hearing  record.  Pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Agriculture  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  as 
amended,  governing  the  formulation  of 
marketing  agreements  and  marketing 
orders  (7  CFR  Part  900),  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  held  upon  proposed  amendments 
to  the  tentative  marketing  agreement 
and  to  the  order,  as  amended,  regulat¬ 
ing  the  handling  of  milk  in  the  Knox¬ 
ville,  Tennessee,  marketing  area.  Upon 
the  basis  of  the  evidence  introduced  at 
such  hearing  and  the  record  thereof,  it 
is  found  that: 


(1)  The  said  order  as  amended  and 
as  hereby  further  amended,  and  all  of 
the  terms  and  conditions  of  said  order 
as  amended  and  as  hereby  further 
amended,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act; 

(2)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  pro¬ 
duced  for  sale  in  the  said  marketing  area 
as  determined  pursuant  to  section  2  of 
the  act  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of 
the  price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of 
feeds  and  other  economic  conditions 
w’hich  affect  market  supply  of  and  de¬ 
mand  for  such  milk,  and  the  minimum 
prices  specified  in  the  order,  as  amended, 
and  as  hereby  further  amended,  are  such 
prices  as  will  reflect  the  aforesaid 
factors,  insure  a  suflQcient  quantity  of 
pure  and  w’holesome  milk  and  be  in  the 
public  interest;  and 

(3)  The  said  order,  as  amended,  and 
as  hereby  further  amended,  regulates 
the  handling  of  milk  in  the  same  man¬ 
ner  as  and  is  applicable  only  to  persons 
in  the  respective  classes  of  industrial 
and  commercial  activity  specified  in  a 
marketing  agreement  upon  which  a 
hearing  has  been  held. 

(b)  Additional  findings.  It  is  neces¬ 
sary,  in  the  public  interest,  to  make  this 
order,  amending  the  order,  as  amended, 
affective  at  the  earliest  possible  date. 
Any  delay  in  the  effective  date  of  this 
order  w'ould  result  in  disorder  in  the 
marketing  of  milk.  Most  handlers  in  the 
Knoxville  market  are  unable  to  process 
milk  in  excess  of  that  required  to  carry 
on  their  fluid  milk  operations.  Unless 
provision  is  made  for  lower  prices  on 
milk  that  must  be  transferred  to  manu¬ 
facturing  outlets,  handlers  will  refuse 
to  accept  substantial  quantities  from 
producers  as  production  increases  sea¬ 
sonally.  The  producers’  cooperative 
association  has  no  facilities  for  handling 
milk  and  no  outlets  are  available  to  them 
for  diverting  milk  directly  from  the 
farm.  In  oriler  to  provide  an  outlet  for 
this  milk  and  stabilize  the  market,  it  is 
necessary  to  make  this  amendment 
effective  at  once. 

The  provisions  of  the  said  order  are 
known  to  handlers,  having  been  pub¬ 
lished  in  a  decision  which  appeared  in 
the  Federal  Register  March  11,  1953 
(18  F.  R.  1402).  The  changes  effected 
by  this  order  will  not  require  extensive 
preparation  or  substantial  alteration  in 
method  of  operation  for  handlers.  It 
is  hereby  found,' therefore,  that  good 
cause  exists  for  making  this  order  effec¬ 
tive  March  14,  1953.  (Sec.  4  (c) ;  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act,  5  U.  S.  C. 
1001  et.  seq.). 

(c)  Determinations.  It  is  hereby  de¬ 
termined  that  handlers  (excluding  co¬ 
operative  associations  of  producers  who 
are  not  engaged  in  processing,  distribut¬ 
ing  or  shipping  milk  covered  by  this 
order,  amending  the  order,  as  amended, 
which  is  marketed  within  the  Knoxville, 
Tennessee,  marketing  area)  of  more 
than  50  percent  of  the  milk  which  is  mar¬ 
keted  within  the  said  marketing  area, 
refused  or  failed  to  sign  the  propo.sed 
marketing  agreement  regulating  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  said  marketing 
area,  and  it  is  hereby  further  determined 
that: 

(1)  The  refusal  or  failure  of  such 
handlers  to  sign  said  proposed  marketing 


Saturday^  March  14,  1953 


agreement  tends  to  prevent  the  effectua¬ 
tion  of  the  declared  policy  of  the  act; 

(2)  The  issuance  of  the  order  amend¬ 
ing  the  order,  as  amended,  is  the  only 
practical  means,  pursuant  to  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act,  of  advancing  the 
interests  of  producers  of  milk' which  is 
produced  for  sale  in  the  said  marketing 
area;  and 

(3)  The  issuance  of  this  order  amend¬ 
ing  the  order,  as  amended,  is  approved 
or  favored  at  least  two-thirds  of  the  pro¬ 
ducers  who,  during  the  determined  rep¬ 
resentative  period  (December  1952) ,  were 
engaged  in  the  production  of  milk  for 
sale  in  the  said  marketing  area. 

Order  relative  to  handling.  It  is 
therefore  ordered  that  on  and  after  the 
effective  date  hereof;  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  Knoxville,  Tennessee,  mar¬ 
keting  area  shall  be  in  conformity  to  and 
in  compliance  with  the  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  of  the  aforesaid  order,  as  amended, 
and  as  hereby  further  amended,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1.  Add  the  following  proviso  to  5  988.51 
(b) :  “Provided,  That  during  the  delivery 
periods  from  the  effective  date  of  this 
amendment  through  August  1953  the 
price  per  hundredweight  for  all  milk 
received  at  a  fluid  milk  plant  and  trans¬ 
ferred  as  milk  to  a  non-fluid  milk  plant, 
for  condensing  or  for  cheese  utilization, 
or  diverted  direct  from  the  farm  to  such 
outlets  by  a  cooperative  association, 
shall  be  the  price  computed  above  less 
20  cents  and  an  allowance  of  $0.00187  per 
hundredweight  for  each  mile  of  such 
distance,  by  shortest  highway  route,  be¬ 
tween  the  City  Hall  at  Knoxville,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  and  the  non-fluid  milk  plant  but 
not  to  exceed  35  cents:  And  provided 
further.  That  the  price  per  hundred¬ 
weight  of  all  milk,  used  to  produce  but¬ 
ter,  and  the  skim  milk  of  which  is 
dumped  or  disposed  of  for  livestock  feed, 
durinc:  such  delivery  periods,  shall  be 
computed  as  follow’s:  Multiply  by  4.0  the 
arithmetical  average  of  daily  wholesale 
prices  per  pound  of  90-score  butter  in  the 
Chicago  market,  as  reported  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  during  the  de¬ 
livery  period,  add  15  percent  thereof, 
and  then  deduct  35  cents.” 

2.  Delete  the  period  at  the  end  of 
5988.52  (b)  and  add  the  following  pro¬ 
viso:  “Provided,  That  during  the  delivery 
periods  from  the  effective  date  of  this 
amendment  through  August  1953,  the 
butterfat  differential  to  handlers  on  all 
milk  used  to  produce  butter  during  such 
delivery  periods,  shall  be  calculated  by 
dividing  the  price  computed  for  such 
use  as  set  forth  in  §  988.51  (b)  by  40.” 

3.  Delete  §  988.72  (d)  and  substitute 
therefor  the  following: 
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the  total  hundredweight  of  such  Class  II 
milk  by  the  price  for  Class  I  milk  of  4.0 
percent  butterfat  content,  and  adding 
together  the  resulting  amounts. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  11th 
day  of  March  1953,  to  be  effective  on  and 
after  March  14,  1953. 


(Sec.  6,  49  Stat.  753,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C. 
and  Sup.  608c) 


[SEAL] 


Ezra  Taft  Benson, 
Secretary  of  Agriculture. 


[P.  R.  Doc.  53-2309;  Filed,  Mar.  13.  1953; 
8:51  a.  m.] 
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16— COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter  I — Federal  Trade  Commission 

[Docket  4794] 


Part  3 — Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 


PHILIP  MORRIS  &  COMPANY.  LTD.,  INC. 


Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  3.20  Comparative  data  or 
merits;  §  3.170  Qualities  or  properties  of 
product  or  service;  §  3.205  Scientific  or 
other  relevant  facts.  In  connection  with 
the  offering  for  sale,  sale  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  respondent’s  “Philip  Morris” 
brand  of  cigarettes  in  commerce,  repre¬ 
senting  directly  or  by  implication.  (1) 
that  Philip  Morris  cigarettes,  or  the 
smoke  therefrom,  will  not  irritate  the 
upper  respiratory  tract;  (2)  that  Philip 
Morris  cigarettes,  or  the  smoke  there¬ 
from,  are  less  irritating  to  the  upper 
respiratory  tract  than  cigarettes,  or  the 
smoke  therefrom,  of  any  of  the  other 
leading  brands  of  cigarettes:  (3)  that 
the  irritation  caused  by  smoking  other 
leading  brands  of  cigarettes  is  of  longer 
duration  than  that  caused  by  smoking 
Philip  Morris  cigarettes;  (4)  that  the  use 
of  diethylene  glycol  as  a  humectant  in 
cigarettes  renders,  or  significantly  con¬ 
tributes  to  rendering,  the  smoke  there¬ 
from  less  irritating  to  the  upper  respira¬ 
tory  tract  than  the  smoke  from  cigarettes 
in  which  glycerine  is  used  as  a  humec¬ 
tant;  (5)  that  Philip  Morris  cigarettes, 
or  the  smoke  therefrom,  will  not  affect 
the  breath  or  leave  an  aftertaste;  or, 

(6)  that  the  use  of  Philip  Morris  ciga¬ 
rettes  protects  the  smoker  against  smok¬ 
er’s  coughs,  the  effects  of  inhaling  or 
throat  irritation  due  to  inhaling;  and 

(7)  misrepresenting  the  reasons  for 
which  any  study,  survey,  experiment,  test 
or  the  like  was  made;  prohibited. 


^d)  Compute  the  value  on  a  4.0  per¬ 
cent  butterfat  basis  of  the  aggregate 
Quantity  of  excess  milk  for  all  handlers 
Included  in  the  computation  pursuant 
to  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  by  mul¬ 
tiplying  the  hundredweight  of  such  milk 
uot  in  excess  of  the  total  quantity  of 
Ciass  n  milk  included  in  such  computa¬ 
tion  by  the  applicable  prices  for  such 
Class  II  milk  of  4.0  percent  butterfat 
content  beginning  in  series  with  the 
lowest  price  for  Class  n  milk  of  4.0  per¬ 
cent  butterfat  content;  multiplying  the 
hundiedweight  of  such  milk  in  excess  of 


(Sec.  6,  38  stat.  722;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Inter¬ 
prets  or  applies  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amend¬ 
ed;  15  U.  S.  C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order. 
Philip  Morris  &  Co..  Ltd.,  Inc.,  Richmond, 
Virginia,  Docket  4794,  December  29,  1952] 


Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Trade  Commission  Act,  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission,  on  August  5,  1942, 
issued  and  subsequently  served  its  com¬ 
plaint  in  this  proceeding  upon  the  re¬ 
spondent  nam^  in  the  caption  hereof, 
charging  it  with  the  use  of  unfair  and 
deceptive  acts  and  practices  in  com¬ 
merce  in  violation  of  the  provisions  of 
said  act.  After  the  Issuance  of  said 
complaint  and  the  filing  of  respondent’s 
answer  thereto,  hearings  were  held  at 


which  testimony  and  other  evidence  in 
support  of  and  in  opposition  to  the  alle¬ 
gations  of  said  complaint  were  intro¬ 
duced  before  hearing  examiners  of  the 
Commission  theretofore  duly  designated 
by  it.  and  said  testimony  and  other  evi¬ 
dence  were  duly  recorded  and  filed  in 
the  oflBce  of  the  Commission.  There¬ 
after,  the  proceeding  regularly  came  on 
for  final  consideration  by  the  hearing 
examiner  last  appointed  on  the  com¬ 
plaint,  the  answer  thereto,  testimony  and 
other  evidence,  and  proposed  findings  as 
to  the  facts  and  conclusions  presented 
by  counsel,  and  said  hearing  examiner, 
on  January  23,  1952,  filed  his  initial 
decision. 

Within  the  time  permitted  by  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice,  counsel 
for  respondent  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  an  appeal  from  said  initial  decision, 
and  thereafter  this  proceeding  regularly 
came  on  for  final  consideration  by  the 
Commission  upon  the  record  herein,  in¬ 
cluding  briefs  in  support  of  and  in  oppo¬ 
sition  to  said  appeal  and  oral  arguments 
of  counsel;  and  the  Commission,  having 
issued  its  order  granting  said  appeal  in 
part  and  denying  it  in  part  and  being 
now  fully  advised  in  the  premises,  finds 
that  this  proceeding  is  in  the  interest  of 
the  public  and  makes  this  its  findings  as 
to  the  facts  *  and  its  conclusion  drawn 
therefrom  ‘  and  order,  the  same  to  be  in 
lieu  of  the  initial  decision  of  the  hearing 
examiner. 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondent, 
Philip  Morris  &  Comp>any,  Ltd.,  Inc.,  a 
corporation,  its  oflBcers,  agents,  repre¬ 
sentatives  and  employees,  directly  or 
through  any  corporate  or  other  device 
in  connection  with  the  offering  for  sale, 
sale  and  distribution  of  its  “Philip  Mor¬ 
ris”  brand  of  cigarettes  in  commerce,  as 
“commerce”  is  defined  in  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Act,  do  forthwith 
cease  and  desist  from  representing  di¬ 
rectly  or  by  implication: 

(1)  That  Philip  Morris  cigarettes,  or 
the  smoke  therefrom,  will  not  irritate 
the  upper  respiratory  tract. 

(2)  That  Philip  Morris  cigarettes,  or 
the  smoke  therefrom,  are  less  irritating 
to  the  upper  respiratory  tract  than  ciga¬ 
rettes,  or  the  smoke  therefrom,  of  any 
of  the  other  leading  brands  of  cigarettes. 

(3)  That  the  irritation  caused  by 
smoking  other  leading  brands  of  ciga¬ 
rettes  is  of  longer  duration  than  that 
caused  by  smoking  Philip  Morris  ciga¬ 
rettes. 

(4)  That  the  use  of  diethylene  glycol 
as  a  humectant  in  cigarettes  renders,  or 
significantly  contributes  to  rendering, 
the  smoke  therefrom  less  irritating  to 
the  upper  respiratory  tract  than  the 
smoke  from  cigarettes  in  which  glyc¬ 
erine  is  used  as  a  humectant. 

(5)  That  Philip  Morris  cigarettes,  or 
the  smoke  therefrom,  will  not  affect  the 
breath  or  leave  an  aftertaste. 

(6)  That  the  use  of  Philip  Morris 
cigarettes  protects  the  smoker  against 
smoker’s  coughs,  the  effects  of  inhaling 
or  throat  irritation  due  to  inhaling. 


and  from: 

(7)  Misrepresenting  the  reasons  for 
which  any  study,  survey,  experiment, 
test  or  the  like  was  made. 


>FUed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 
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It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  charges 
of  the  complaint,  other  than  those  to 
which  this  order  r-elates,  be,  and  the 
same  hereby  are,  dismissed. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
spondent  shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days 
after  service  upon  it  of  this  order,  file 
with  the  Commission  a  report  in  writing 
setting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and 
form  in  which  it  has  complied  with  this 
order. 

Issued:  December  29, 1952. 

By  the  Commission.* 

[SEAL]  D.  C.  Daniel, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-2304:  Filed.  Mar.  13.  1953; 

8.50  a.  m.] 


[Docket  6028] 

Part  3 — Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

ACADEMY  KNITTED  FABRICS  CORP.  ET  AL. 

Subpart — Neglecting,  unfairly  or  de¬ 
ceptively,  to  make  material  disclosure: 
5  3.1890  Safety.  In  connection  with  the 
offering  for  sale,  sale  and  distribution  of 
fabrics  in  commerce.  (1)  offering  for  sale 
or  selling  fabrics  which  are  highly  in¬ 
flammable,  without  clearly  disclosing 
thereon  or  by  means  of  labels  or  tags  at¬ 
tached  thereto  that  such  fabrics  are 
highly  inflammable,  prohibited. 

(Sec.  6.  38  Stat.  722;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Interprets 
or  applies  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
U.  S.  C.  45)  I  Cease  and  desist  order.  Academy 
Knitted  Fabrics  Corporation  et  al..  New  York, 
N.  Y„  Docket  6028,  December  27,  19521 

In  the  Matter  of  Academy  Knitted  Fab¬ 
rics  Corporation,  a  Corporation,  and 
Jacob  M.  Wallerstem,  Harry  Leventhal 
and  Murray  Feiner,  Individually  and 
as  Officers  of  Said  Corporation 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by  William 
L.  Pack,  hearing  examiner,  upon  the 
complaint  of  the  Commission,  respond¬ 
ents’  answer,  and  a  hearing  at  which  a 
stipulation  of  facts  was  entered  into  be¬ 
tween  counsel  supporting  complaint  and 
counsel  for  respondents  providing  that, 
subject  to  the  approval  of  the  examiner, 
the  facts  set  forth  might  be  taken  as  the 
facts  in  the  proceeding  and  in  lieu  of 
evidence  in  support  of  and  in  opposition 
to  the  complaint,  and  that  the  examiner 
might  proceed  upon  such  statement  of 
facts  to  make  his  initial  decision  stating 
his  findings  as  to  the  facts,  including  in¬ 
ferences  which  he  might  draw  therefrom 
and  his  conclusion  based  thereon,  and 
enter  his  order  disposing  of  the  proceed¬ 
ing  without  the  filing  of  proposed  find¬ 
ings  or  conclusions  or  the  presentation 
of  oral  argument. 

Thereafter  the  proceeding  regularly 
came  on  for  final  consideration  by  said 
examiner  upon  the  complaint,  answer, 
and  stipulation  which  also  provided  that 
upon  appeal  to  or  review  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  it  might  be  set  aside  by  it  and  the 
case  remanded  to  the  hearing  examiner 
for  further  proceedings  under  the  com¬ 
plaint;  and  which  had  been  approved  by 

*  Commissioner  Carretta  not  participating 
for  the  reason  that  oral  argument  in  this 
proceeding  was  heard  prior  to  his  becoming 
a  member  of  the  Commission. 


said  examiner,  who,  after  duly  consider¬ 
ing  the  matter  an(l  having  found  that 
the  pr<x;eeding  was  in  the  interest  of  the 
public,  made  his  initial  decision  compris¬ 
ing  certain  findings  as  to  the  facts,*  con¬ 
clusion  drawn  therefrom,*  and  order  to 
cease  and  desist. 

No  appeal  having  been  filed  from  said 
initial  decision  of  said  hearing  examiner 
as  provided  for  in  Rule  XXII,  nor  any 
other  action  taken  as  thereby  provided 
to  prevent  said  initial  decision  becoming 
the  decision  of  the  Commission  thirty 
days  from  service  thereof  upon  the 
parties,  said  initial  decision,  including 
said  order  to  cease  and  desist,  accord¬ 
ingly,  under  the  provisions  of  said  Rule 
XXII,  became  the  decision  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  December  27,  1952. 

The  said  order  to  cease  and  desist  is 
as  follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondents. 
Academy  Knitted  Fabrics  Corporation,  a 
corporation,  and  its  officers,  and  Jacob 
M.  Wallerstein,  Harry  Leventhal  and 
Murray  Feiner,  individually  and  as  offi¬ 
cers  of  said  corporation,  and  respiond- 
ents’  representatives,  agents  and  em¬ 
ployees,  directly  or  through  any  corpo¬ 
rate  or  other  device,  in  connection  with 
the  offering  for  sale,  sale  and  distribution 
of  fabrics,  in  commerce,  as  “commerce” 
is  defined  in  the  Federal  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion  Act.  do  forthwith  cease  and  desist 
from :  Offering  for  sale  or  selling  fabrics 
which  are  highly  inflammable,  without 
clearly  disclosing  thereon  or  by  means  of 
labels  or  tags  attached  thereto  that  such 
fabrics  are  highly  inflammable. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission  and 
order  to  file  report  of  compliance”.  Dock¬ 
et  6028,  December  24.  1952,  which  an¬ 
nounced  and  decreed  fruition  of  said 
initial  decision,  report  of  compliance  was 
required  as  follows; 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondents 
herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days  after 
service  upon  them  of  this  order,  file  with 
the  Commission  a  report  in  writing  set¬ 
ting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and  form 
in  which  they  have  complied  with  the 
order  to  cease  and  desist. 

Issued:  December  24,  1952. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  D.  C.  Daniel, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-2303;  Filed.  Mur.  13,  1953; 

8:50  a.  m.] 

TITLE  36— PARKS,  FORESTS,  AND 
MEMORIALS 

Chapter  I — National  Park  Service, 
Department  of  the  Interior 

Part  20 — Special  Regulations 

YELLOWSTONE  NATIONAL  PARK;  FISHING 

1.  Subparagraph  (2),  entitled  Limited 
open  season,  of  paragraph  (e)  entitled 
Fishing,  of  §  20.13,  entitled  Yellowstone 
National  Park,  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

>  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 


(2)  Limited  open  season,  (i)  Yellow- 
stone  Lake,  Riddle  Lake,  Squaw  Lake, 
Grebe  Lake,  Wolf  Lake  and  the  stream 
connecting  Grebe  and  Wolf  Lakes  and 
the  Yellowstone  River  from  the  outlet  of 
Yellowstone  Lake  to  the  upper  falls  at 
Canyon  are  open  to  fishing  from  sunrise 
on  July  1  to  sunset  on  October  15. 

(ii)  All  open  streams  emptying  into 
Yellowstone  Lake,  including  the  mouths 
of  such  streams,  are  open  to  fishing  from 
sunrise  on  July  15  to  sunset  on  Octo¬ 
ber  15. 

(iii)  The  following  waters  are  open  to 
fishing  from  sunrise  on  May  30  to  sun¬ 
set  on  September  30: 

Madison  River.  Cougar  Creek. 

Maple  Creek.  Duck  Creek. 

Campanula  Creek.  Gneiss  Creek. 

Grayling  Creek.  Tepee  Creek. 

2.  Subparagraph  (4),  entitled  Closed 
waters,  of  paragraph  (e)  entitled  Fish¬ 
ing,  of  §  20.13,  entitled  Yellowstone  Na¬ 
tional  Park,  is  amended  to  read  as 
'follows : 

(4)  Closed  waters.  The  following 
waters  of  the  park  are  closed  to  fishing; 

Indian  Creek. 

Panther  Creek. 

Duck  Lake. 

Arnica  Creek,  a  tributary  of  Yellowstone 
Lake. 

Mammoth  water  supply  reservoir. 
Yellowstone  River  for  a  distance  of  250  yards 
on  either  side  of  the  center  of  the  Yellow¬ 
stone  Cascades. 

Firehole  River,  from  the  Old  Faithful  water 
supply  intake  to  the  Shoshone  Lake  Trail 
crossing  above  Lone  Star  Geyser. 
Gardiner  River  and  Glen  Creek  for  their  en¬ 
tire  length  above  the  Mammoth  water  sup¬ 
ply  intake. 

(Sec.  3,  39  Stat.  535,  as  amended;  16 
U.  S.  C.  3) 

Issued  this  10th  day  of  March  1953. 

Douglas  McKay, 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

|F.  R.  Doc.  53-2273;  Filed,  Mar.  13,  1953; 
8:45  a.  m.] 

TITLE  41— PUBLIC  CONTRACTS 

Chapter  II — Division  of  Public  Con¬ 
tracts,  Department  of  Labor 

Part  201 — General  Regulations 

regular  dealer  in  AGRKnJLTURAL  LIMING 
MATERIALS  UNDER  THE  PUBLIC  CONTRACTS 
ACT 

Section  201.101  of  this  part  contains  a 
definition  of  regular  dealer  in  terms  of 
one  who  “otvns,  operates,  or  maintains  a 
store,  w'arehouse  or  other  establishment 
in  which  the  materials,  supplies,  articles 
or  equipment  of  the  general  character 
described  by  the  specifications  and  re¬ 
quired  under  the  contract  are  bought, 
kept  in  stock,  and  sold  to  the  public  in  the 
usual  course  of  business.”  In  addition 
to  this  general  definition  of  regular 
dealer,  a  number  of  special  types  of 
regular  dealers  are  also  defined  in  tliis 
section. 

After  considering  the  general  method 
of  operation  of  dealers  in  agricultural 
liming  materials  I  find  that  it  is  desira¬ 
ble,  in  the  interest  of  the  Government, 
that  a  special  definition  be  adopted  in 
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If  visual  contact  not  pstabllshed  at 
authorized  landing  minimums,  or 
if  landing  not  accomplished;  re¬ 
marks 

Climb  to  3,000'  on  NW  crs  Oakland 
LFR  within  15  mi,  or  on  a  crs  of 
310°  from  Oakland  VOR  within  IS 
mi. 

•Procedure  turn  on  Oakland  LFR  or 
V'OR  transition  only.  Upon  com¬ 
pletion  of  procedure  turn  and  tran¬ 
sition  to  localizer  crs  inbound, 
descent  is  authorized  to  oroes  Hay¬ 
ward  Rbn  at  2,590'. 
f  Runway  27 B. 

Climb  to  3,000'  on  N  crs  ILS  wltbln 
25  mi,  or  as  directed  by  ATC. 
•Runway  15. 

CUmb  to  1,800'  on  NE  crs  of  Phila¬ 
delphia  LFR,  or  as  directed  by 
A'TC. 

•Runway  0. 

Make  a  climbing  left  turn,  climb  to 
2,500'  and  proceed  to  Clinton  Rbn, 
or  as  directed  by  ATC. 

•Runway  32. 

Climb  to  2,400'  on  N  crs  ILS  within 
25  mi,  or  as  directed  by  ATC. 
•Procedure  turn  beyond  10  mi  N A 
due  to  oonflioting  Kansas  City 
traffic. 

••Night  minimums. 

IRunway  35. 

Execute  climbing  right  turn,  climb  to 

3,000'  on  SE  crs  ILS  within  10  mi  of 

LOM,  or  as  directed  by  ATC. 

INo  approach  lights  are  installed  at 

airport. 

•Runway  31. 

••Night  minimums. 

Note:  Deviation  from  standard  cri¬ 
teria  authorized  for  procetlure  turn 
auii  missed  approach  procedure. 

Minimums 

Visi¬ 

bility 

(mi.) 

•00^00 

«e  0^0  O 

0:^0  0 

•O  o  O 

•OOIO^OO 
f-es-4w4mc^  X 

•0  6000000 

Cell¬ 

ing 

(ft.) 

600 

600 

400 

800 

300 

/ 

600 

600 

400 

800 

300 

500 

500 

400 

800 

300 

§1111 

700 

500 

500 

400 

800 

300 

^  s  ^ 

Pa  ^ 

Field 

eleva¬ 

tion 

(ft.) 

•O 

1,283 

10 

Wl'I 

S 

s 

Distance  from 
markers  to 
approach  end  of 
runway  (mi.) 

2 

S 

0.66 

19  0 

09  0 

0.67 

0.86 

3 

d 

3 

O 

4. 75 

4. 77 

5.28 

A  70 

6.05 

8 

Glide  path 
altitude  over 
markers  (ft.) 

Middle 

230 

1,475 

220 

1, 415 

1,066 

470 

Outer 

1,320 

2,500 

1,410 

lO 

2,261 

§ 

Mini¬ 
mum 
altitude 
at  glide 
path  in- 
tercep- 
tion(ft.) 

2,690 

2,600 

1,500 

2,500 

2,300 

§ 

of 

Procedure 
turn  mini¬ 
mum  on  ILS 

3,600'— S  side 

E  crs* 

2,500'— E  side 

S  crs 

1,500'— S  side 
W  crs 
(Within  10  ml 
of  LOM) 

1, 700'— within 
16  mi 

2,600'— E  side 
SE  crs 

2,300'— E  side 

n 

3 

a 

2,200'— S  side 
SE  crs 
(Within  5  mi) 
2,500'— within 
10  mi— NA 
beyond  10 
miles 

Final  ILS 
approach 
course; 
degrees 
inbound; 
out¬ 
bound 

S 

350 

170 

00  CO  -< 

QDCO 

Transition  to  ILS 

Mini¬ 

mum 

altitude 

(ft.) 

4,500 

2,590 

4,500 

3,500 

3,500 

*3 

000‘S 

8,500 

2,500 

2,500 

2,600 

2,600 

2,600 

2,500 

009 ‘I 

009*1 

2,900 

2,700 

2,600 

2,600 

2,300 

2,400 

Dis¬ 

tance 

(mi.) 

12.0 

7.0 

16.0 

Oil 

12.0 

12.0 

25.0 

O 

CO 

Oil 

lao 

6.0 

16.0 

7.0 

15.0 

11.0 

■ 

21.0 

O 

ci 

o 

o 

5.0 

ci 

3.0 

Mag¬ 

netic 

course 

(deg.) 

074 

341 

077 

660 

329 

094 

211 

342 

170 

151 

150 

170 

197 

334 

001 

§ 

013 

214 

s 

119 

230 

167 

153 

To- 

Newark  FM 
and  Rbn 

c 

Xi 

X 

S ' 
& 

08 

Newark  FM 
and  Rbn 

Hayward  Rbn 

Newark  FM 
and  Rbn 

Hayward  Rbn 

Newark  FM 
and  Rbn 

Newark  FM 
and  Rbn 

LOM 

LOM 

LOM 

LOM 

LOM 

LOM 

LOM 

W  crs  ILS 

LOM 

LOM 

LOM 

LOM 

LOM 

LOM 

LOM 

N  crs  ILS 

From— 

San  Francisco  LOM 

Newark  FM  and  Rbn 

San  Francisco  LFR 

Oakland  LFR 

San  Franolsoo  VOR 

Oakland  VOR 

Altamont  Int. 

Moffett  NAS  LFR 

Int.  229°  brg  to  Okla 
Cy  VOR  and  N  crs 
ILS 

Oklahoma  City  VOR 

Oklahoma  City  LFR 

Int.  N  crs  Okla  Cy 
LFR  and  N  crs  ILS 

Okla.  Cy.  FM 

Washington  FM 

Mustang  FM 

Boothwyn  FM 

Philadelphia  LFR 

Cecil  Rbn 

Butler  Rbn 

McKeesport  Rbn 

Clinton  Rbn 

Greater  Pittsburgh 
Rbn 

St.  Joseph  LFR 

St.  Joseph  VOR 

ILS  location  and 
range  from  which 
Initial  approach  to 
ILS  shall  be  made 

OAKLAND, 

CALIF. 

Oakland  Airport 
Freq.  109.9  mo 
Ident.  OAK 

OKLAHOMA 
CITY,  OKLA. 

WUl  Rogers  Field 
Freq.  109.9  mo 
Ident.  OKO 

PHILADELPHIA, 

PA. 

Philadelphia  In¬ 
ternational 
Airport 

Freq.  108.3  mo 
Ident.  PEL 

PITTSBURGH, 

PA. 

Greater  Pitte- 
burgb  Airport 
Freq.  110.3  me 
Ident.  ORP 

8T.  JOSEPH,  MO. 
Rosecrans  Me¬ 
morial  Airport 
Freq.  110.3  me 
Ident.  8TJ 

SALEM,  OREO. 
McNary  Field 
Freq.  110.3  mo 
Ident.  SLE 

rc/i  U,  1953 
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(11)  Monel,  inconel  and  nickel  mill 
products  (sheet  strip,  rod,  tubing,  plate, 
etc.  and  Including  resistance  wire  other 
than  wire  produced  from  copper  base 
alloy). 

(12)  Nickel  base  alloys  and  mill  prod¬ 
ucts  except  high  temperature  and  special 
purpose  alloys.  “High  temp>erature  and 
special  purpose  alloys”  mean  those  me¬ 
tallic  mixtures  confining  less  than  50 
percent  iron  which  are  designed  (1)  to 
give  the  necessary  resistance  to  heat, 
corrosion,  and  creep  at  higl>  tempera¬ 
tures  such  as  produced  by  turbo- super¬ 
chargers  and  jet  engines  and/or  (ii)  for 
high  electrical  and  magnetic  qualities. 

(13)  Columbium. 

(14)  Tantalum. 

(15)  Molybdenum. 

(16)  Steel  shipping  containers,  new  or 
used. 

(17)  Metal  cans,  new. 


(18)  Fabricated  structural  steel,  mis¬ 
cellaneous  and  ornamental  iron,  and 
vessel  shop  products  for  field  assembly  or 
erection  covered  by  CPR  156,  new. 

(19)  Prepared  concrete  reinforcement 
bars  and  reinforcement  materials  cov¬ 
ered  by  CPR  174,  new. 

(20)  Cutting  tools,  new,  which  are 
parts  or  components  of,  or  specifically 
designed  for  use  on,  machine  tools,  but 
excluding  abrasive  grinding  wheels  and 
buffing  wheels. 

(21)  Machine  tools,  attachments  and 
parts,  new  or  used,  as  defined  in  section 
10  of  Supplementary  Regulation  2,  Re¬ 
vised.  to  Ceiling  Price  Regulation  30. 

Sbc.  2.  Preservation  of  records.  Any 
record  relating  to  a  commodity  or  serv¬ 
ice  exempted  from  price  control,  which 
you  were  required  to  have  immediately 
prior  to  exemption,  shall  continue  to  be 


preserved  and  made  available  for  exam¬ 
ination  by  the  Office  of  Price  Stabiliza¬ 
tion,  or  any  other  authorized  agency  of 
the  United  States,  for  the  time  and  in 
the  manner  stipulated  in  the  regulation 
requiring  you  to  have  such  record,  except 
that  in  no  case  need  records  be  preserved 
after  April  30,  1955. 

Effective  date.  This  general  overrid¬ 
ing  regulation  is  effective  March  12, 
1953. 

Note:  The  record-keeping  requirements  of 
this  regulation  have  been  approved  by  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  In  accordance  with  the 
Federal  Reports  Act  of  1942. 

Joseph  H.  Preehtll, 
Director  of  Price  Stabilization. 

March  12,  1953. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-2363:  Piled,  Mar.  12,  1953; 

3:48  p.  m.] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
[  25  CFR  Part  130  1 

Miscellaneous  Indian  Irrigation  Proj¬ 
ects  (San  Xavier  Project,  Sells 
Agency,  Arizona  and  Duck  Valley 
Project,  Western  Shoshone  Agency, 
Nevada) 

OPERATION  AND  MAINTENANCE  CHARGES 

Pursuant  to  section  4  (a)  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act  of  June  11, 
1946  (60  Stat.  238),  and  by  virtue  of 
authority  delegated  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  the  Commissioner  of  In¬ 
dian  Affairs,  September  14, 1946  (11  F.  R. 
10297),  and  delegation  by  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  to  the  Area  Director  by  Order  No. 
551,  Amendment  No.  1,  dated  June  5, 
1951,  notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  inten¬ 
tion  to  modify  §  130.105  Charges,  of  Title 
25,  (TPR,  Chapter  I,  Subchapter  L,  Part 
130,  dealing  with  operation  and  mainte¬ 
nance  Eissessments  against  irrigable 
lands  of  Miscellaneous  Indian  Irrigation 
Projects,  by  increasing  the  partial  pay¬ 
ment  of  water  charges  from  $0.50  per 
acre  per  annum,  to  $1.00  per  acre  per 
annum  at  the  San  Xavier  Irrigation 
Project.  Arizona,  and  from  $0.50  per  acre 
to  $0.80  per  acre  at  the  Duck  Valley  Irri¬ 
gation  Project,  Nevada.  The  revised  sec¬ 
tion  w'ill  read  as  follows: 

§  130.105  Charges.  Pursuant  to  the 
acts  of  August  1,  1914  and  March  7,  1928 
(38  Stat.  583, 45  Stat.  210;  25  U.  S.  C.  385, 
387),  a  part  of  the  reimbursable  cost  of 
operating  and  maintaining  the  irrigation 
projects  named  in  this  section  is  appor¬ 
tioned  on  a  per-acu-e  basis  against  the 
irrigable  lands  of  the  respective  projects 
for  the  calendar  year  1953  and  for  each 
succeeding  calendar  year  until  further 
order,  in  the  amounts  designated  below 
for  each  project,  and  there  is  assessed 
against  each  acre  of  irrigable  land  to 
which  water  can  be  delivered  through 
the  constructed  works  of  the  respective 
projects,  the  amounts  designate  for 


each  project,  to  be  applied  in  the  reim 
bursement  of  such  apportionments: 


Project 

Agency 

Per 

acre 

per 

annum 

Duck  Valley . . 

Western  Shoshone. 

10.  RO 

.SO 

Pyramid  Lake  unit _ 

..SO 

Carlos  Reservation 

San  Carlos _ 

.60 

Unit. 

1.00 

Tonyiie  River  unit  ..... 

Tongue  River 

.2.S 

Warm  Springs  unit . 

Warm  Springs.... 

2.00 

Interested  persons  are  hereby  given 
opportunity  to  participate  in  preparing 
the  proposed  amendments  by  submitting 
their  views  and  data  or  argument  in 
writing  to  Ralph  M,  Gelvin,  Area  Direc¬ 
tor,  Phoenix  Area  Oflace,  P.  O.  Box  7007, 
Phoenix,  Arizona,  within  twenty  (20) 
days  from  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  of  intention  in  the  daily  issue  of 
the  Federal  Register. 

L.  L.  Nelson, 
Acting  Area  Director. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-2272:  Filed.  Mar.  13.  1953; 

8:45  a.  m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Production'  and  Marketing 
Administration 

[  7  CFR  Part  975  1 

[Docket  No.  AD-179- A-101 

Handling  of  Milk  in  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
Marketing  Area 

DECISION  WITH  RESPECT  TO  PROPOSED  MARK¬ 
ETING  AGREEMENT  AND  PROPOSED  ORDER 
AMENDING  ORDER.  AS  AMENDED 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Ag¬ 
ricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.), 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  as  amended,  governing  the 
proceedings  to  formulate  marketing 
agreements  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR 


Part  900),  a  public  hearing  was  con¬ 
ducted  at  (Cleveland,  Ohio,  on  February 
19,  1953,  pursuant  to  notice  thereof 
which  was  issued  on  February  12.  1953 
(18  F.  R.  910). 

The  material  issue  of  record  related 
to  the  pricing  of  milk  utilized  for  Class 
in  purposes. 

Findings  and  Conclusions.  1.  Credits 
should  be  allowed  on  skim  milk  utilized 
for  Class  in  purposes  during  the  months 
of  April,  May,  and  June  1953,  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  prices  paid  for  milk  by  con- 
denseries  are  lower  than  normal  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  the  market  values  of  butter  and 
nonfat  dry  milk  solids.  In  computing 
the  credit,  the  measure  used  for  prices 
paid  for  milk  by  condenseries  should  be 
14  cents  less  than  the  prices  paid  by  the 
18  plants  listed  in  the  basic  formula 
price,  and  the  butter-powder  valuation 
should  be  the  price  now  provided  by  the 
order  for  milk  of  3.5  percent  butterfat 
content  utilized  for  Class  ni  products 
other  than  butter  and  shrinkage.  This 
change  should  be  accomplished  as  an 
emergency  action  in  order  to  provide  af¬ 
fected  parties  with  as  much  advance 
notice  as  possible  of  the  pricing  arrange¬ 
ments  which  will  prevail  during  the 
months  of  April.  May,  and  June,  1953. 

In  the  original  hearing  notice  the  pro¬ 
ponents  proposed  that  during  April. 
May,  and  June  1953,  the  Class  in  price 
provisions  of  the  order  be  amended  to 
provide  a  transportation  allowance  on 
whole  or  skim  milk  transported  by  truck 
or  rail  from  a  handler’s  receiving  plant 
to  a  manufacturing  plant.  At  the  hear¬ 
ing  the  handlers  modified  the  proposal 
to  include  a  25-cent  lower  price  on  all 
Class  III  skim  milk  as  well  as  the  trans¬ 
portation  allowance. 

It  appears  from  the  testimony  that 
the  prospective  problem  during  the  com¬ 
ing  season  of  flush  production  is  two¬ 
fold;  there  may  be  larger  volumes  of 
milk  to  be  disposed  of  for  manufacturing 
in  Class  m  than  a  year  ago,  and  prices 
obtainable  for  such  milk  may  not  be  as 
nearly  comparable  with  order  prices. 
During  recent  months  milk  production 
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by  Cleveland  producers  hajs  reflected  the 
general  increases  in  milk  production 
which  have  occurred  in  most  sections  of 
the  United  States  as  compared  with  the 
game  months  a  year  ago.  Milder  weath¬ 
er  abundant  feed  supplies  on  the  home 
faim,  the  lower  rate  of  culling  resulting 
(rom  comparatively  lower  prices  of 
slaughter  cattle,  and  continued  increases 
in  the  productivity  of  dairy  cattle  have 
all  contributed  to  this  comparatively 
large  winter  productiwi.  During  No¬ 
vember  1952,  production  per  fann  per 
day  by  Cleveland  shippers  was  243 
pounds,  more  than  8  percent  over  the 
224  pounds  of  November  1951.  In  De¬ 
cember  it  was  255  pounds,  or  more  than 
10  pwcent  over  the  231  pounds  per  farm 
of  a  year  ago.  In  November  1952  11.66 
percent  of  all  receipts  from  producers 
was  Class  III  and  in  December  18.24  per¬ 
cent  compared  with  4.07  percent  and 
6  98  percent  In  the  same  months  of  1951. 
It  seems  unlikely  that  such  large  per¬ 
centage  increases  over  a  year  ago  will 
continue  into  April.  May,  and  June,  1953, 
but  some  portion  of  the  increase  in  pro¬ 
duction  and  in  Class  III  uses  is  likely  to 
be  maintained. 

It  was  testified  that  prices  obtainable 
for  producer  milk  disposed  of  to  non¬ 
handler  manufacturing  plants  are  now 
substantially  lower  than  the  Class  III 
price  provided  by  the  order.  Con- 
denseries  are  normally  a  principal  out¬ 
let  for  such  disposition  by  those  Cleve¬ 
land  handlers  having  inadequate  facili¬ 
ties  to  manufacture  all  the  Class  III 
milk  delivered  by  producers.  The  con- 
denseries  were  reported  as  being  particu¬ 
larly  reluctant  at  this  time  to  accept 
any  milk  in  excess  of  that  shipped  by 
their  regular  patrons.  In  January  1953 
the  basic  formula  butter-powder  price 
exceeded  the  18-condensery  pay  price 
for  the  first  time  since  February  1952. 
Any  continuation  of  this  trend  into  the 
flush  production  months  would  present 
a  particularly  difficult  problem  in  Cleve¬ 
land,  in  view  of  the  limited  facilities 
available  for  handling  Class  III  milk  and 
of  the  larger  quantities  of  Class  in  milk 
to  be  disposed  of  at  a  time  when  con- 
densery  receipts  from  regular  shippers 
would  also  be  at  their  seasonal  peak. 

Class  ni  skim  milk  presents  a  greater 
problem  than  the  butterfat  content. 
Condenseries  utUize  whole  milk  for  the 
manufacture  of  evaporated  milk  but,  as 
indicated  above,  this  outlet  is  currently 
much  less  attractive  than  a  year  ago, 
either  as  to  the  quantities  which  will  be 
accepted  by  them  or  as  to  the  prices 
paid.  Most  other  Class  HI  outlets  in¬ 
volve  separating  the  cream  and  skim 
milk.  The  cream  portion  is  more  valu¬ 
able  in  relation  to  its  bulk  and  it  is, 
therefore,  practicable  to  transport  it 
farther  distances  for  manufacture.  Also, 
chums  and  other  processing  equipment 
are  more  widely  available.  The  skim 
®ilk  portion,  however,  is  bulky  in  pro¬ 
portion  to  its  value  and  cannot  be  as 
^nomically  transported.  In  northern 
Ohio  and  areas  in  adjacent  states  which 
we  available  to  Cleveland  handlers, 
•“We  are  comparatively  few  plants  with 
facilities  for  producing  nonfat  dry  milk 
^ids.  A  far  greater  proportion  of  Class 
^  skim  milk  has  been  manufactured 
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Into  condensed  milk,  sweetened  or  un¬ 
sweetened.  These  products  have  been 
marketed  to  ice  cream  makers  and  other 
users  over  a  distribution  territory  which 
includes  several  states  east  and  south  of 
Ohio.  It  was  testified  that  these  out¬ 
lets  are  now  experiencing  an  unusually 
weak  demand. 

The  proposals  relating  to  transporta¬ 
tion  allowances  do  not  constitute  an  eco¬ 
nomic  or  administratively  feasible  means 
of  meeting  the  situation  described  above. 
Such  an  allowance  encourages  the  ex¬ 
cessive  transportation  of  milk  at  the  ex¬ 
pense  of  producers.  If  a  transportation 
allowance  could  be  accurately  established 
at  the  exact  cost  of  transporting  milk,  it 
would  be  to  a  handler’s  financial  interest 
to  ship  to  any  distant  plant  pasdng  even 
a  few  cents  more  than  some  local  or 
nearby  outlet,  since  the  extra  hauling 
charge  would  result  in  a  correspond¬ 
ingly  lower  price  payable  by  the  handler 
for  Class  III  skim  milk.  A  further  seri¬ 
ous  problem  in  the  consideration  of  any 
such  allowance  was  revealed  by  data 
showing  the  movement  of  Class  III  milk 
during  April,  May.  and  June  1952.  Dur¬ 
ing  those  three  months  only  51  percent 
of  the  Class  III  milk  was  moved  out  of 
the  plant  where  originally  received.  Of 
the  quantities  moved,  just  over  two- 
thirds  were  transferred  from  a  Grade  A 
plant  to  a  Grade  B  plant  located  either 
in  the  same  or  a  closely  adjacent  build¬ 
ing.  The  proposal  would  allow  15  cents 
per  hundr^weight  on  such  a  movement. 
It  is  clear,  however,  that  the  costs  of  pro¬ 
viding  and  operating  the  type  of  facili¬ 
ties  required  to  transport  milk  across  a 
plant  floor  or  an  alley  may  not  be  com¬ 
parable  with  those  required  for  a  rail  or 
truck  movement  of  longer  distance. 

The  previously  described  prospect  of 
larger  quantities  of  CIelss  in  milk  and 
lower  prices  at  the  available  outlets  this 
spring  can  be  more  equitably  and  effi¬ 
ciently  met  by  providing  that  a  lower 
price  will  be  applicable  to  all  skim  milk 
utilized  for  Class  in  purposes  if  condi¬ 
tions  remain  relatively  unfavorable  to 
condensery  operations  than  by  providing 
a  transportation  allowance. 

The  Cleveland  order  does  not  prescribe 
the  use  of  any  series  of  price  quotations 
at  local  condenseries  or  other  manufac¬ 
turing  plants.  Condensery  pay  prices 
are  represented,  however,  by  one  of  the 
basic  formula  prices  which  comprises 
the  prices  paid  at  a  list  of  condenseries 
located  in  Wisconsin  and  Michigan. 
Prices  paid  at  Ohio  condenseries  com¬ 
monly  are  below  those  paid  at  the  re¬ 
porting  plants  in  Wisconsin  and  Michi¬ 
gan.  Data  presented  at  the  hearing 
show  that  prices  paid  at  Ohio  condens¬ 
eries  averaged  14  cents  per  hundred¬ 
weight  lower  during  the  months  of  April, 
May,  and  June  of  the  years  1950,  1951, 
and  1952.  The  basic  formula  condens¬ 
ery  price  can  be  relied  upon  to  reflect 
any  continued  weakness  of  demand  by 
such  plants  relative  to  butter-powder 
plants.  A  deduction  of  14  cents  from 
the  ^>asic  formula  condensery  price 
makes  it  as  nearly  comi>arable  as  pos¬ 
sible  with  prices  paid  at  Ohio  condens¬ 
eries  as  Indicated  by  historical  rela¬ 
tionships.  The  resulting  price  can  then 
be  compared  with  the  prices  otherwise 
provided  by  the  order  for  milk  testing 


3.5  percent  butterfat  used  in  Class  ni 
products  other  than  butter  and  shrink¬ 
age.  The  entire  deficit,  if  any,  can  then 
be  applied  to  reduce  the  price  payable 
for  Class  in  skim  milk. 

This  pricing  arrangement  will  give 
recognition  to  any  general  weakness  of 
prices  r)aid  at  condenseries  as  compared 
with  those  payable  on  the  basis  of  mar¬ 
ket  values  of  butter  and  nonfat  dry  milk 
solids.  It  would  apply  the  lower  price 
to  the  skim  milk  component  which 
constitutes  the  most  difficult  disposal 
problem  in  Class  in  milk.  The  record 
contains  evidence  on  the  possibility  that 
some  form  of  price  adjustment  might 
be  allowed  only  if  total  market  supplies 
of  Class  m  milk  (or  the  quantities  han¬ 
dled  at  individual  plants)  exceed  those 
of  a  year  ago.  However,  such  a  provi¬ 
sion  would  deal  only  with  one  portion  of 
the  prospective  problem  and  would  not 
help  meet  the  problem  of  lowered  re¬ 
turns  for  those  products  on  which 
Cleveland  handlers  mainly  rely  for  a 
manufacturing  outlet. 

April.  May.  and  June  of  1950  were 
months  when  dairy  product  prices  were 
also  being  actively  supported  and  con¬ 
densery  pay  prices  were  below  the 
equivalent  butter-powder  prices.  If  the 
amendment  had  then  been  in  effect  it 
would  have  reduced  the  price  of  Class 
ni  skim  milk  by  23  cents  per  hundred¬ 
weight.  In  the  same  months  of  1951 
and  1952,  however,  condenseries  were 
more  actively  bidding  for  milk  supplies. 
The  amendment  would  have  reduced  the 
price  by  an  average  of  7  cents  in  the 
three  months  of  1951  and  by  11  cents  in 
1952. 

2.  The  due  and  timely  execution  of  the 
function  of  the  Secretary  under  the  act 
Imperatively  and  unavoidable  requires 
the  omission  of  a  recommended  decision 
by  the  Assistant  Administrator,  Produc¬ 
tion  and  Marketing  Administration,  and 
the  opportunity  for  exception  thereto,  on 
the  above  issue. 

The  conditions  complained  of  are  such 
that  it  is  urgent  that  remedial  action  be 
taken  as  soon  as  possible.  Delay  beyond 
the  minimum  time  required  to  make  the 
attached  order  effective  would  defeat  the 
purpose  of  such  amendment.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  the  time  necessarily  involved  in 
the  preparation,  filing,  and  publication 
of  a  recommended  decision,  and  excep¬ 
tions  thereto,  would  make  such  relief 
ineffective. 

Rulings  on  proposed  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions.  No  briefs  were  filed  by  inter¬ 
ested  parties  within  the  time  designated. 

General  findings,  (a)  The  proposed 
marketing  agreement  and  the  order,  as 
amended,  and  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
amended,  and  all  of  the  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act; 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  deter¬ 
mined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the  act 
are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the  price 
of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds,  and 
other  economic  conditions  which  affect 
market  supply  of  and  demand  for  milk 
in  the  marketing  area,  and  the  minimum 
prices  specified  in  the  proposed  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  in  the  order,  as 
amended,  and  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
amended,  are  such  prices  as  will  reflect 
the  aforesaid  factors,  insure  a  sufficient 
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quantity  of  pure  and  wholesome  milk, 
and  be  in  the  public  interest;  and 
(c)  The  proposed  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  amended,  and 
as  hereby  proposed  to  be  amended,  will 
regulate  the  handling  of  milk  in  the  same 
manner  as,  and  will  be  applicable  only 
to  persons  in  the  respective  classes  of 
industrial  and  commercial  activity,  spec¬ 
ified  in  a  marketing  agreement  upon 
which  a  hearing  has  been  held. 

Determination  of  representative  pe¬ 
riod.  The  month  of  January  1953  is 
hereby  determined  to  be  the  representa¬ 
tive  period  for  the  purpose  of  ascertain¬ 
ing  whether  the  issuance  of  an  order 
amending  the  order  regulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
marketing  area  in  the  manner  set  forth 
in  the  attached  amending  order  is  ap¬ 
proved  or  favored  by  producers  who  dur¬ 
ing  such  period  were  engaged  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  milk  for  sale  in  the  marketing 
area  specified  in  such  order. 

Marketing  agreement  and  order.  An¬ 
nexed  hereto  and  made  a  part  hereof  are 
two  documents  entitled  ’“Marketing 
Agreement  Regulating  the  Handling  of 
Milk  in  the  Cleveland,  Ohio,  Marketing 
Area”  and  “Order  Amending  the  Order, 
as  Amended,  Regulating  the  Handling  of 
Milk  in  the  Cleveland,  Ohio,  Marketing 
Area,”  which  have  been  decided  upon  as 
the  detailed  and  appropriate  means  of 
effectuating  the  foregoing  conclusions. 
These  documents  shall  not  become  ef¬ 
fective  unless  and  until  the  requirements 
of  §  900.14  of  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  as  amended,  governing  pro¬ 
ceedings  to  formulate  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  orders  have  been  met. 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  all  of  this 
decision,  except  the  attached  marketing 
agreement,  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  The  regulatory  provisions  of 
said  marketing  agreement  are  identical 
with  those  contained  in  the  order,  as 
amended,  and  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
further  amended  by  the  attached  order 
which  will  be  published  with  this  deci¬ 
sion. 

This  decision  filed  at  Washington, 
D.  C.,  this  11th  day  of  March  1953. 

[SEAL]  Ezra  Taft  Benson, 

Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Order  *  Amending  the  Order,  as  Amended, 
Regulating  the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  Marketing  Area 

§  975.0  Findings  and  determinations. 
The  findings  and  determinations  herein¬ 
after  set  forth  are  supplementary  and  in 
addition  to  the  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  previously  made  in  connection  with 
the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order,  as 
amended,  and  all  of  said  previous  find¬ 
ings  and  determinations  are  hereby  rati¬ 
fied  and  affirmed,  except  insofar  as  such 
findings  and  determinations  may  be  in 
confiict  with  the  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  set  forth  herein. 

(a)  Findings  upon  the  basis  of  the 
hearing  record.  Pursuant  to  the  provi- 


*  This  order  shall  not  become  effective  un¬ 
less  and  until  the  requirements  of  $  900.14 
of  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  as 
amended,  governing  proceedings  to  formu¬ 
late  marketing  agreements  and  orders  have 
been  met. 


sions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.  S.  C,  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  as 
amended,  governing  the  formulation  of 
marketing  agreements  and  marketing 
orders  (7  CFR  Part  900),  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  held  at  Cleveland,  Ohio,  Febru¬ 
ary  19,  1953,  upon  a  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  to  the  order,  as  amended, 
regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  marketing  area.  Upon 
the  basis  of  the  evidence  introduced  at 
such  hearing  and  the  record  thereof,  it 
is  found  that; 

(1)  The  said  order,  as  amended,  and 
as  hereby  further  amended,  and  all  of 
the  terms  and  conditions  of  said  order, 
as  amended,  and  as  hereby  further 
amended,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act; 

(2)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  produced 
for  sale  in  the  said  marketing  area  as 
determined  pmsuant  to  section  2  of  the 
act  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the  price 
of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds  and 
other  economic  conditions  which  affect 
market  supply  of  and  demand  for  such 
milk,  and  the  minimum  prices  specified 
in  the  order,  as  amended,  and  as  hereby 
further  amended,  are  such  prices  as  will 
reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  insure  a 
sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and  whole¬ 
some  milk  and  be  in  the  public  interest; 
and 

(3)  The  said  order,  as  amended,  and 
as  hereby  further  amended,  regiilates 
the  handling  of  milk  in  the  same  manner 
as  and  is  applicable  only  to  persons  in 
the  respective  classes  of  industrial  and 
commercial  activity  specified  in  a  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  upon  which  a  hearing 
has  been  held. 

Order  relative  to  handling.  It  is  there¬ 
fore  ordered,  that  on  and  after  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  hereof,  the  handling  of  milk  in 
the  Cleveland,  Ohio,  marketing  area 
shall  be  in  conformity  to  and  in  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  aforesaid  order,  as  amended,  and  as 
hereby  further  amended,  and  the  afore¬ 
said  order  is  hereby  amended  as  follows : 

Amend  §  975.63  (b)  by  adding  the  fol¬ 
lowing: 

Provided,  That  during  the  months  of 
April,  May,  and  June,  1953,  such  price 
shall  be  reduced  by  any  amount  that  the 
price  computed  pursuant  to  §  975.60  (a) 
less  14  cents  exceeds  the  price  per  hun¬ 
dredweight  of  milk  testing  3.5  percent 
butterfat  computed  in  accordance  with 
paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  this  section, 
exclusive  of  the  proviso  in  paragraph 
(a). 

Order  of  Secretary  Directing  Referen¬ 
dum  Be  Conducted  Among  Producers 

Supplying  Milk  to  Cleveland,  Ohio, 

Marketing  Area,  and  Designation  of 

Agent  To  Conduct  Such  Referendum 

Pursuant  to  section  8c  (19)  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  608c 
(19)),  it  is  hereby  directed  that  a  ref¬ 
erendum  be  conducted  among  the  pro¬ 
ducers  (as  defined  in  the  proposed  order 
regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  marketing  area)  who, 
during  the  month  of  January  1953  were 


engaged  in  the  production  of  milk  for 
sale  in  the  marketing  area  specified  in 
the  aforesaid  order  to  determine  whether 
such  producers  favor  the  issuance  of  the 
order  which  is  a  part  of  the  decision  ol 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  filed  simul. 
taneously  herewith. 

The  month  of  January  1953  is  hereby 
determined  to  be  the  representative 
period  for  the  conduct  of  such  refer¬ 
endum. 

Howard  G.  Eisaman  is  hereby  desig- 
nated  agent  of  the  Secretary  to  conduct 
such  referendum  in  accordance  with  the 
procedure  for  the  conduct  of  referenda 
to  determine  producer  approval  of  milk 
marketing  orders  as  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  August  10,  1950  (15 
F,  R.  5177) ,  such  referendum  to  be  com- 
pleted  on  or  before  the  25th  day  from 
the  date  this  referendum  order  is  issued. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  53-2310;  Piled,  Mar.  13,  1953; 

8:52  a.  m.] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[  14  CFR  Part  18  ] 

Performance  of  Maintenance.  Repairs, 
AND  Alterations  on  Aircraft  or  Air¬ 
craft  Components  by  Certificated  Air 
Carriers 

notice  of  proposed  rule  making 

Pursuant  to  authority  delegated  by  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board  to  the  Bureau 
of  Safety  Regulation,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  Bureau  will  propose  to  the 
Board  an  amendment  to  §  18.10  of  Part 
18  of  the  Civil  Air  Regulations  which  will 
permit  an  appropriately  certificated  air 
carrier,  as  defined  in  Part  18,  to  perform 
maintenance,  repairs,  and  alterations  on 
other  air  carrier  aircraft  or  aircraft  com¬ 
ponents. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  making  of  the  proposed  rule  by  sub¬ 
mitting  such  written  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  as  they  may  desire.  Communi¬ 
cations  should  be  submitted  in  duplicate 
to  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  atten¬ 
tion  Bureau  of  Safety  Regulation,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.  C.  In  order  to  insure  their 
consideration  by  the  Board  before  taking 
further  action  on  the  proposed  rule,  com- 
muications  must  be  received  by  March 
31,  1953.  Copies  of  such  communica¬ 
tions  will  be  available  after  April  2, 1953, 
for  examination  by  interested  persons  at 
the  Docket  Section  of  the  Board,  Room 
5412,  Department  of  Commerce  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Presently  effective  §  18.10  of  Part  18 
of  the  Civil  Air  Regulations  permits  an 
appropriately  certificated  air  carrier, 
who  is  not  certificated  as  a  repair  sU- 
tion,  to  perform  maintenance,  repairs, 
and  alterations  on  aircraft  or  aircraft 
components  as  provided  for  in  its  con¬ 
tinuous  airworthiness  maintenance  and 
inspection  program  and  its  maintenance 
manual.  The  general  purpose  of  this 
provision  was  to  enable  an  air  carrier 
which  desires  to  perform  w’ork  only  on 
air  carrier  aircraft  to  do  so  without  the 
necessity  that  it  obtain  certification  as  a 
repair  station.  The  language  of  §  18.10 
(e)  permits  the  air  carrier  to  do  such 
work  as  is  provided  for  in  its  continuous 
airworthiness  maintenance  and  inspec* 
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tion  program  and  Its  maintenance  man¬ 
ual.  This,  in  effect,  limits  the  work  to 
that  performed  on  its  own  aircraft  In 
view  of  interchange  agreements,  con¬ 
tractual  arrangements,  and  the  exigen¬ 
cies  which  arise  in  the  course  of  air  car¬ 
rier  operations,  it  appears  desirable  that 
an  appropriately  certificated  air  carrier 
be  authorized  to  perform  maintenance, 
repairs,  and  alterations  on  aircraft  and 
components  owned  and  operated  by  an¬ 
other  air  carrier.  In  order  that  the  gen¬ 
eral  purpose  of  present  §  18.10  be 
achieved,  the  regulations  should  permit 
an  air  carrier  to  perform  such  work 
without  the  necessity  that  it  be  a  cer¬ 
tificated  repair  station. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  the  Bureau 
has  under  consideration  the  amendment 
of  §  18.10  (e)  to  permit  an  appropriately 
certificated  air  carrier  to  perform  such 
work  upon  aircraft  owned  or  operated  by 
another  air  carrier,  provided  such  work 
is  accomplished  in  accordance  with  the 
applicable  continuous  airworthiness 
maintenance  and  inspection  program 
and  maintenance  manual  of  such  other 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Office  of  Alien  Property 
Warren  S.  Uyeda 

VOnCE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN 
VESTED  PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f )  of  the  Trad¬ 
ing  With  the  Enemy  Act.  as  amended, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention  to  re¬ 
turn,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the  date  of 
the  publication  hereof,  the  following 
property,  subject  to  any  increase  or  de¬ 
crease  resulting  from  the  administration 
thereof  prior  to  return,  and  after  ade¬ 
quate  provision  for  taxes  and  conserv¬ 
atory  expenses: 

Claimant,  Claim  No^  Property,  and  Location 

Warren  8.  Uyeda,  c/o  Barclay  9c  Company, 
P.  0.  Bow  846,  Tokyo  Central,  Tokyo,  Japan; 
ClUm  No.  13804;  815.46  In  the  Treasury  of 
the  United  States. 

Executed  at  Washington.  D.  C.,  on 
March  10,  1953. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

IsxAL]  Paul  V.  Myron, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  53-2302;  Filed,  Mar.  13,  1953; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


department  of  the  treasury 

Bureau  of  Customs 

[493.1] 

Rondexles 
tariff  classification 

March  10. 1053. 

Siireau  by  Its  letter  to  the  acting 
wuector  of  customs  at  New  York,  New 


air  carrier.  The  proposed  revision  of 
Part  '40  of  the  Civil  Air  Regulations 
places  primary  responsibility  for  the  air¬ 
worthiness  of  aircraft  and  components 
upon  the  air  carrier  which  operates  the 
aircraft  irrespective  of  whether  the  air 
carrier  has  made  arrangements  with  any 
other  person  for  the  performance  of 
maintenance  and  inspection.  Although 
the  proposed  amendment  together  with 
new  Part  40  will  permit  an  air  carrier 
to  make  arrangements  with  another  air 
carrier  for  the  performance  of  its  main¬ 
tenance  without  the  necessity  for  CAA 
approval  of  such  arrangements,  primary 
responsibility  for  airworthiness  remains 
with  the  air  carrier  who  operates  the 
aircraft.  With  regard  to  operations  con¬ 
ducted  under  presently  effective  Parts  41 
and  42  of  the  Civil  Air  Regulations,  the 
proposed  amendment  will  retain  the 
present  procedure  of  approval  of  such 
arrangements  as  provided  in  those  parts. 

Accordingly  it  is  proposed  that  §  18.10 
(e)  of  Part  18  of  the  Civil  Air  Regulations 
be  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof 
a  new  sentence  to  read  as  follows:  *Tt 


may  also  perform  maintenance,  repairs, 
and  alterations  on  any  aircraft  or  air¬ 
craft  components,  including  propellers 
and  appliances,  owned  or  operated  by 
another  air  carrier  as  provided  for  in 
the  applicable  continuous  airworthiness 
maintenance  and  inspection  program 
and  maintenance  manual  of  such  other 
air  carrier." 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  Title  VI  of  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Act  of  1938,  as  amended.  The 
proposal  may  be  changed  in  the  light  of 
comments  received  in  response  to  this 
notice  of  proposed  rule  making. 

(Sec.  205  (a),  52  Stat.  984;  49  U.  S.  C.  425  (a) . 
Interpret  or  apply  secs.  601-610,  52  Stat. 
1007-1012;  49  U.  S.  C.  551-560) 

Dated:  March  10,  1953,  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.  C. 

By  the  Bureau  of  Safety  Regulation. 

[seal]  John  M.  C^hamberlain. 

Director. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  53-2312;  Piled,  Mar.  13.  1953; 

8:52  a.  m.] 
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York,  dated  March  2.  1953.  ruled  that 
rondelles,  each  consisting  of  two  small 
circular  metal  disks  or  stampings  which 
when  placed  together  hold  rhinestones 
or  other  imitation  precious  stones,  are 
properly  classifiable  under  paragraph 
1527  (d).  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  stampings 
of  metal,  whether  or  not  set  with  glass 
or  paste,  finished  or  partly  finished,  suit¬ 
able  for  use  in  the  manufacture  of  any 
of  the  articles  provided  for  in  subdivision 
(a),  (b)  or  (c)  of  that  same  paragraph, 
with  duty  according  to  composition  and 
country  of  origin. 

As  this  ruling  will  result  in  the  assess¬ 
ment  of  duty  at  a  higher  rate  than  has 
heretofore  been  assessed  under  an  estab¬ 
lished  and  uniform  practice,  it  will  be 
applied  to  such  or  similar  merchandise 
only  when  entered,  or  withdrawn  from 
warehouse,  for  consumption  after  90 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  of  an 
abstract  of  this  decision  in  the  weekly 
Treasury  Decisions. 

[seal]  Prank  Dow, 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  53-2299;  Filed,  Mar.  13.  1953; 

8:49  a.  m.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

Establishment  of  Board  of  Review  for 
Contract  Appeals 

There  is  established  in  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  a  Board  Review  for 
contract  appeals: 

-1.  The  purpose  for  establishing  a 
Board  of  Review  is  to  provide  considera¬ 
tion  of  contractors’  appeals  from  deci¬ 
sions  of  contracting  ofificers  of  the 
Department  involving  disputed  questions 
of  fact  under  contracts  for  (1)  the  con¬ 


struction.  alteration  or  repair  of  public 
buildings  or  works,  or  (2)  the  purchase 
of  administrative  supplies,  equipment, 
materials  or  services,  the  terms  of  which 
provide  that  such  appeals  may  be  made 
to  the  head  of  the  Department  or  his 
duly  authorized  representative.  Upon 
appeal  from  a  contracting  officer’s  deci¬ 
sion,  the  Director  of  Finance  shall  (1) 
appoint  a  Board  of  Review  as  provided 
herein,  (2)  refer  the  appeal  together 
with  all  pertinent  information  to  such 
Board,  and  (3)  notify  the  contractor 
that  his  appeal  has  been  referred  to  the 
Board  and  that  he  will  be  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  be  heard  by  the  Board. 

2.  The  Board  of  Review  shall  be  com¬ 
posed  of  five  members,  as  follows:  "Two 
technicians  familiar  with  the  kind  of 
work  involved  in  the  contract,  who  shall 
be  appointed  by  the  Director  of  Finance 
with  the  approval  of  the  heads  of  their 
respective  agencies;  one  member  from 
the  Office  of  Plant  and  Operations,  who 
shall  be  appointed  by  the  Director  of 
Finance  with  the  approval  of  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  the  Office  of  Plant  and  Opera¬ 
tions;  and  one  fiscal  officer  and  one 
procurement  officer  appointed  by  the 
Director  of  Finance. 

All  Board  members  shall  be  employees 
of  the  Department  and  none  shall  have 
been  directly  involved  in  the  letting  or 
administration  of  the  contract.  A  repre¬ 
sentative  of  the  Office  of  the  Solicitor 
shall  sit  with  the  Board  in  an  advisory 
capacity.  The  Director  of  Finance  shall 
designate  a  member  of  the  Board  to  act 
as  Chairman.  Three  members,  one  of 
whom  shall  be  a  technician,  shall  consti¬ 
tute  a  quorum. 

3.  The  Board  shall  consider  and  re¬ 
view  the  matters  presented  to  it  and  dur¬ 
ing  the  course  of  such  review,  gather  evi- 
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dence  and  conduct  such  informal  hear¬ 
ings  as  the  Board  deems  to  be  necessary 
and,  upon  conclusion  of  the  Board’s  re¬ 
view  and  consideration  of  an  appeal, 
make  a  report  thereon  with  appropriate 
recommendations  to  the  Secretary  as  to 
the  proper  decision  in  the  matter.  The 
Chairman  of  the  Board  shall  be  respon¬ 
sible  for  the  preparation  and  submission 
of  the  report  and  recommendations 
which  shall  be  signed  by  all  members  of 
the  Board  who  concur  therein.  The 
Board  shall  convene,  whenever  circum¬ 
stances  may  require,  in  Washington, 
D.  C.,  or  such  other  place  as  may  be 
approved  by  the  Director  of  Finance. 

The  contractor  may  appear  before  the 
Board  in  person  or  by  counsel  or  other 
representative.  Strict  rules  of  evidence 
as  required  in  courts  will  not  be  invoked. 
Evidence  may  be  presented  orally  or  in 
writing. 

Provision  shall  be  made  for  an  ade¬ 
quate  record  of  the  hearings.  It  shall  be 
discretionary  with  the  Board  as  to 
whether  a  summary  record  or  verbatim 
reporting  and  transcription  of  the  testi¬ 
mony  presented  will  serve  that  purpose 
in  any  given  case.  When  necessary,  costs 
involved  in  such  recording  and  tran¬ 
scription  shall  be  borne  by  the  agency 
involved  in  the  contract  dispute. 

The  Board  shall  submit  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  its  report  and  recommendations  to¬ 
gether  with  the  record.  The  submission 
to  the  Secretary  shall  include  a  sum¬ 
mary  of  the  principal  contentions  of 
both  parties,  a  summary  of  the  evidence 
with  appropriate  references  to  the  rec¬ 
ord,  a  discussion  of  the  contentions  and 
evidence,  the  conclusions  the  Board 
draws  therefrom,  and  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  the  Boards. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  10th 
day  of  March  1953. 

[SEAL]  Ezra  Taft  Benson, 

Secretary. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  53-2282;  Piled.  Mar.  13,  1953; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


Sale  of  Mineral  Interests  ;  Revised 
Area  Designation 

MINNESOTA 

Schedule  A,  entitled  Fair  Market  Value 
Areas,  and  Schedule  B,  entitled  One  Dol¬ 
lar  Areas,  accompanying  the  Secretary’s 
Order  dated  June  26, 1951  (16  F.  R.  6318) , 
are  amended  as  follows: 

In  Schedule  A,  under  Minnesota,  in 
alphabetical  order,  add  the  county 
•’Mower.” 

In  Schedule  B,  under  Minnesota,  de¬ 
lete  the  county  “Mower.” 

(Sec.  3,  Pub.  Law  760,  Slst  Cong.) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  11th 
day  of  March  1953. 

[seal]  True  D.  Morse, 

Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

IP.  B.  Doc.  53-2347;  Piled,  Mar.  13,  1953; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

I  Docket  No.  2001  et  al.) 

Portland-Seattle  Service  Case 

NOTICE  OF  POSTPONEMENT  OF  ORAL 
ARGUMENT 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act 
of  1938,  as  amended,  that  oral  argument 
in  the  above-entitled  proceeding  as¬ 
signed  to  be  held  on  April  2,  1953,  is 
postponed  to  April  7, 1953,  at  10:00  a.  m., 
e.  s.  t.,  in  Room  5042,  Commerce  Build¬ 
ing,  Constitution  Avenue,  between  Four¬ 
teenth  and  Fifteenth  Streets  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C.,  before  the  Board. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  March  10, 
1953. 

[SEAL]  -Francis  W.  Brown, 

Chief  Examiner. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  53-2305;  Filed,  Mar.  13,  1953; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


I  Docket  No.  SA-2711 

Accident  Occurring  in  Gulf  of  Mexico 

NOTICE  OF  HEARING 

In  the  matter  of  investigation  of  ac¬ 
cident  involving  aircraft  of  United  States 
Registry  N  90893,  which  occurred  in  the 
Gulf  of  Mexico,  south  of  Mobile,  Ala¬ 
bama,  on  February  14,  1953. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  particularly  section  702  of  said  act, 
in  the  above-entitled  proceeding  that 
hearing  is  hereby  assigned  to  be  held  on 
Monday,  March  30,  1953,  at  9:00  a.  m., 
e,  s.  t.,  in  the  McFadden-Deauville  Hotel, 
6701  Collins  Avenue,  Miami  Beach, 
Florida. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  March  10, 
1953. 

[SEAL]  R.  W.  ChRISP, 

Presiding  Officer. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  53-2311;  Piled,  Mar.  13,  1953; 
8:52  a.  m.| 


ECONOMIC  STABILIZATION 
AGENCY 

OfRce  of  Price  Stabilization 

I  Delegation  of  AuthOTity  No.  1,  Revocation] 

Assistant  Director  for  Management 

Delegation  of  Authority  With  Respect 
TO  BiniGET,  Personnel,  Management, 
Organization,  and  General  Adminis¬ 
tration 

REVOCATION 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in 
me  as  Director  of  the  Office  of  Price  Sta¬ 
bilization  by  the  Defense  Production  Act 
of  1950,  as  amended.  Executive  Order 
10161,  and  Economic  Stabilization  Agen* 
cy  General  Order  No.  2,  it  is  hereby  or¬ 
dered  that  Delegation  of  Authority  No.  1 
of  the  Office  of  Price  Stabilization,  dated 


January  27,  1951,  is  revoked  effective 
immediately. 

Joseph  H.  Freehill, 
Director  of  Price  Stabilization. 

March  13,  1953. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  53-2401;  Piled,  Mar.  13,  1953. 

12:02  p.  m.]  ' 


Certain  Regions 

LIST  of  community  CEILING  PRICE  ORDas 

The  following  orders  under  General 
Overriding  Regulation  were  filed  with 
the  Division  of  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  3,  1953: 

Region  IV 

Richmond  (Drder  I-Gl-2,  amendment  S, 


filed 

10:45 

a. 

m. 

I-Gl-2,  amendment  4, 

filed 

10:45 

a. 

m. 

I-Gl-2,  amendment  5, 

filed 

10:45 

a. 

m. 

I-Gl-2,  amendment  6, 

filed 

10:46 

a. 

m. 

I-G2-2,  amendment  3, 

filed 

10:46 

a. 

m. 

I-G2-2,  amendment  4, 

filed 

10:46 

a. 

m. 

I-G2-2,  amendment  5, 

filed 

10:46 

a. 

m. 

I-G2-2,  amendment  *, 

filed 

10:46 

a. 

m. 

I-G3-2,  amendment  5, 

filed 

10:47 

a. 

m. 

I-G3-2,  amendment  !, 

filed 

10:47 

a. 

m.; 

I-G3A-2,  amendment  8, 

filed 

10:47 

a. 

m.; 

I-G3A-2,  amendment  i 

filed 

10:47 

a. 

m.; 

I-G3A-2,  amendment  5, 

filed 

10:47 

a. 

m.; 

I-G3A,-2,  amendment  6, 

filed 

10:48 

a. 

m. 

I-G4-2,  amendment  5, 

filed 

10:48 

a. 

m. 

I-G4-2,  amendment  6, 

filed 

10:48 

a. 

m.; 

I-G4A-2,  amendment  3, 

filed 

10:48 

a. 

m.; 

I-G4A-2,  amendment  4, 

filed 

10:48 

a. 

m.; 

I-G4A-2,  amendment  5, 

filed 

10:48 

a. 

m.; 

I-G4A-2,  amendment  6, 

filed 

10:48 

a. 

m.; 

II-Gl-1,  amendment  3, 

filed 

10:48 

a. 

m.; 

II-Ol-l,  amendment  4 

filed 

10:49 

a. 

m.; 

II-Gl-1,  amendment  5, 

filed 

10:49 

a. 

m.; 

II-Gl-1,  amendment  6, 

filed 

10:49 

a. 

m.; 

II-G2-1,  amendment  3, 

filed 

10:49 

a. 

m.; 

II-G2-1,  amendment  4, 

filed 

10:50 

a. 

m.; 

II-G2-1,  amendment  5, 

filed 

10:50 

a. 

m.; 

II-G2-1 ,  amendment  6, 

filed 

10:50 

a. 

m.; 

II-Gl-1,  amendment  4, 

filed 

10:50 

a. 

m.; 

II-Gl-1,  amendment  5, 

filed 

10:50 

a. 

m.; 

n-G2-l,  amendment  4, 

filed 

10:51 

a. 

m.; 

II-G2-1,  amendment  5, 

filed 

10:51 

a. 

m.; 

II-G3-1,  amendment  3, 

filed 

10:51 

a. 

m.; 

II-G3-1,  amendment  i 

filed 

10:51 

a. 

m.; 

II-G4-1,  amendment  3, 

filed 

10:51 

a. 

m.; 

II-G4-1,  amendment  4, 

filed 

10:52 

a. 

m. 

Charlotte  Order  I-Q3-3,  amendment  5, 
filed  10:52  a.  m.;  1-04-3,  amendment  5,  filed 
10:52  a.  m. 


Washington  Order  I-Gl-3,  amendment  J. 
filed  10:52  a.  m.;  1-02-3,  amendment  3,  filed 
10:52  a.  m.;  1-04-3,  amendment  3,  filed  10:53 
a.  m.;  I-04A-1,  amendment  3,  filed  10:53 
a.  m. 

Region  V 

Jacksonville  Order  II-04A-3,  amendment 

1,  filed  10:53  a.  m.;  II-04A-3,  amendment 

2,  filed  10:53  a.  m.;  II-04A-3,  amendment 

3,  filed  10:54  a.  m.;  IV-04A-2,  amendment 

1,  filed  10:54  a.  m.;  IV-04A-2,  amendment 

2,  filed  10:54  a.  m.;  IV-04A-2,  amendment 

3,  filed  10:55  a.  m.;  IV-04A-2,  amendment 

4,  filed  10:55  a.  m. 

Jackson  Order  I-04A-2,  amendment  1,  fi'™ 
10:55  a.  m.;  I-G4A-2,  amendment  2,  filed 
10:55  a.  m.;  I-04A-2,  amendment  3.  filed 
10:55  a.  m.  . 

Atlanta  Order  11-03-1,  amendment  2,  filed 
10:56  a.  m.;  II-04-1,  amendment  2,  filed 
10:56  a.  m. 

Region  VI 

Cleveland  Order  H-Ol-l,  amendment J. 
filed  10:56  a.  m.;  II-Ol-l,  amendment  5,fi^*d 
10:56  a.  m.:  U-Ol-1,  amendment  6.  fiW 
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10:56  a.  m, 
10:57  a.  m. 
10:57  a.  m, 
10:57  a.  m 
10:57  a.  m 
10:57  a.  m 
10:58  a.  m 
10:58  a.  m 
10:58  a.  m 
10:58  a.  m. 
10:59  a.  m. 
10:59  a.  m. 
10:59  a.  m. 
10:59  a.  m. 
11:00  a.  m. 
11:00  a.  m. 
11:00  a.  m. 
11:00  a.  m. 
11:01  a.  m. 
11:01  a.  m. 
11:01  a,  ra. 


II-02-1,  amendment  4,  filed 
II-02-1,  amendment  6,  filed 
n-G2-l,  amendment  6,  filed 
II-G3-1,  amendment  4,  filed 
II-G3-1,  amendment  5,  filed 
II-G3-1,  amendment  6,  filed 
II-C14-1,  amendmeftt  4,  filed 
II-G4-1,  amendment  5,  filed 

II- G4-1,  amendment  6,  filed 

III- Gl-1,  amendment  4,  filed 
III-Gl-1,  amendment  5,  filed 
ni-Gl-1,  amendment  6,  filed 
III-G2-1,  amendment  4,  filed 
III-G2-1,  amendment  5,  filed 
III-G2-1,  amendment  6,  filed 
III-G3-1,  amendment  4,  filed 
III-G3-1,  amendment  5,  filed 
III-G3-1,  amendment  6,  filed 
III-G4-1,  amendment  4,  filed 
III-G4-1,  amendment  5,  filed 
III-G4-1,  amendment  6,  filed 


III-G3-1,  amendment  4,  filed  11:19  a.  m.; 
1II-G4-1,  amendment  3,  filed  11:19  a.  m.; 

III- G4-1,  amendment  4,  filed  11:19  a.  m. 
Sioux  Falls  Order  III-Gl-l,  filed  11:22  a. 

m.:  III-Gl-2.  filed  11:23  a.  m.;  III-G2-1.  filed 
11:24  a.  m.;  III-G2-2.  filed  11:25  a.  m.;  III- 
G3^1.  filed  11:25  a.  m.;  III-G3-2.  filed  11:26 
a.  m.:  III-G4-1.  filed  11:27  a.  m.;  III-G4-2. 
filed  11:29  a.  m.;  IV-Gl-2.  filed  11:30  a.  m.; 

IV- G2-2.  filed  11:30  a.  m.;  IV-G4-2.  filed 

11 :30  a.  m.;  I-Gl-3,  amendment  4,  filed  11:20 
a.  m.;  I-G2-3,  amendment  4,  filed  11:20  a.  m. 

I-G4A-3,  amendment  1,  filed  11:20  a.  m. 

I- G4A-3,  amendment  3,  filed  11:20  a.  m. 

II- Gl-3,  amendment  3,  filed  11:21  a.  m. 

III- Gl-1,  amendment  1,  filed  11:22  a.  m. 

III-Gl-1,  amendment  2,  filed  11:22  a.  m. 

III-Gl-1,  amendment  3,  filed  11:22  a.  m. 

III-Gl-2,  amendment  1,  filed  11:23  a.  m. 

III-Gl-2,  amendment  2,  filed  11:23  a.  m. 

III-G2-1,  amendment  1,  filed  11:24  a.  m. 


11:01 

a.  m. 

III-G2-1,  amendment 

2, 

filed 

11:24 

a. 

m.; 

Louisville  Order  II-Gl-2,  filed  11:02  a.  m.; 

III-G2-1,  amendment 

3, 

filed 

11:24 

a. 

m.; 

n-02-2, 

filed  11:02  a.  m.;  II-G3- 

2. 

filed 

III-02-2,  amendment 

1. 

filed 

11:25 

a. 

m.; 

11:02  a.  m.;  II-G4-2,  filed  11:02  a.  m. 

ni-02-2,  amendment 

2. 

filed 

11:25 

a. 

m.; 

Detroit  Order  I-Gl-2,  amendment 

5. 

filed 

III-G3-1,  amendment 

1. 

filed 

11:26 

a. 

m.; 

11:03 

a. 

m. 

I-G2-2,  amendment 

5, 

filed 

III-G3-1,  amendment 

2. 

filed 

11:26 

a. 

m.; 

11:03 

a. 

m. 

I-G3-2,  amendment 

4, 

filed 

III-G3-1,  amendment 

3. 

filed 

11:26 

a. 

m.; 

11:03 

a. 

m. 

I-G4-2,  amendment 

4, 

filed 

III-G3-1,  amendment 

4, 

filed 

11:26 

a. 

m.; 

11:03 

a. 

m. 

II-Gl-1,  amendment 

3, 

filed 

III-G3-2,  amendment 

1. 

filed 

11:27 

a. 

m.; 

11:04 

a. 

m. 

II-Gl-1,  amendment 

4. 

filed 

III  G3-2,  amendment 

2, 

filed 

11:27 

a. 

m.; 

11:04 

a. 

m. 

II-Gl-1,  amendment 

5. 

filed 

III-G4-1,  amendment 

1. 

filed 

11:28 

a. 

m.; 

11:04 

a. 

m. 

II-G2-1,  amendment 

3. 

filed 

III-G4-1,  amendment 

2. 

filed 

11:28 

a. 

m.; 

11:04 

a. 

m. 

II-G2-1,  amendment 

4, 

filed 

III-G4-1,  amendment 

3. 

filed 

11:28 

a. 

m.; 

11:04 

a. 

m. 

II-G2-1,  amendment 

5, 

filed 

III-G4-1,  amendment 

4. 

filed 

11:29 

a. 

m.; 

11:05 

a. 

m. 

II-G3-1,  amendment 

2. 

filed 

III-G4-2,  amendment 

1, 

filed 

11:29 

a. 

m.; 

11:05 

a. 

m. 

II-G3-1,  amendment 

3, 

filed 

III-G4-2,  amendment 

2, 

filed 

11:29 

a. 

m.; 

11:05 

a. 

m. 

II-G3-1,  amendment 

4. 

filed 

IV-G2-2,  amendment 

1. 

filed 

11:30 

a. 

m.; 

11:05 

a. 

m. 

I1-G4-1,  amendment 

2, 

filed 

IV-G4-2,  amendment 

1. 

fil«d 

11:31 

a.  m. 

11:06 

a. 

m. 

II-G4-1,  amendment 

3, 

filed 

Fargo  Order  II-Gl- 

-1. 

filed 

11:31 

a. 

m.: 

11:06 

a. 

m. 

II-G4-1,  amendment 

4, 

filed 

II-Gl-2.  filed  11 :32  a.  m.; 

II-Gl 

-3,  filed  11:32 

11:06 

a. 

m. 

a.  m.;  II-Gl-4.  filed 

11: 

32  a. 

m.;  II-G2-2. 

Region  VII 

Chicago  Order  I-Gl-4,  filed  11:07  a.  m.; 
I-G2-4,  filed  11:07  a.  m.;  I-G3-4.  filed  11:07 
a.  m.;  I-G3A-3.  filed  11:07  a.  m.;  I-G4-4. 
filed  11:09  a.  m.;  I-G4A-3,  filed  11:09  a.  m.; 
1-G3A-3,  amendment  1,  filed  11:08  a.  m.; 

I-G3A-3,  amendment  2,  filed  11:08  a.  m.; 

I-G3A-3,  amendment  3,  filed  11:08  a.  m.; 

I-G3A-3,  amendment  4,  filed  11:08  a.  m.; 

I-G4A-3,  amendment  1,  filed  11:09  a.  m.; 

I-G4A-3,  amendment  2,  filed  11:09  a.  m.; 

I-G4A-3,  amendment  3,  filed  11:10  a.  m.; 

I-G4A-3,  amendment  4,  filed  11:10  a.  m. 

Indianapolis  Order  IV-G4A-1,  amendment 
1,  filed  11 :11  a.  m. 

Milwaukee  Order  I-Gl-4,  filed  11:11  a.  m.; 
I-G2-4.  filed  11:11  a.  m.;  I-G3-4.  filed  11:11 
a.  m.;  I-G4-4,  filed  11:11  a.  m.;  II-Gl-2. 

amendment  2,  filed  11:12  a.  m.;  II-G2-2. 

amendment  2,  filed  11:12  a.  m.;  III-Gl-1, 

amendment  2.  filed  11:12  a.  m.;  III-G2-1, 

amendment  2,  filed  11:12  a.  m.;  III-G3-1, 

amendment  5,  filed  11:12  a.  m.;  III-G4-1, 

amendment  5,  filed  11:13  a.  m. 

Region  VIII 

Minneapolis  Order  I-Gl-2,  amendment  7, 
filed  11:13  a.  m.;  I-G2-2,  amendment  7,  filed 
11:13  a.  m.;  I-G3-2,  amendment  7,  filed  11:13 
a.  m.;  I-G4-2,  amendment  7,  filed  11:13  a.  m.; 

I- G4A-1,  amendment  7,  filed  11:14  a.  m.; 

n-Gl-i,  amendment  3,  filed  11:14  a.  m.; 

^■^l-l,  amendment  4.  filed  11:14  a.  m.; 

n-G2-l,  amendment  3,  filed  11:14  a.  m.; 

II- <j2-i,  amendment  4,  filed  11:15  a.  m.; 

11-03-1,  amendment  3,  filed  11:15  a.  m.; 

11-03-1,  amendment  4,  filed  11:15  a.  m.; 

n-03-l,  amendment  5,  filed  11:15  a.  m.; 

11-03-1,  amendment  6,  filed  11:15  a.  m.; 

amendment  3,  filed  11:16  a.  m.; 
amendment  4,  filed  11:16  a.  m.; 
amendment  5,  filed  11:16  a.  m.; 
n-04-i,  amendment  6,  filed  11:17  a.  m.; 
:‘^^A-l,  amendment  1,  filed  11:17  a.  m.; 

ITT  ®^®ridment  3,  filed  11:17  a.  m.; 

ITT  ®"^®^dment  4.  filed  11:18  a.  m.; 

fiI-02-i,  amendment  3,  filed  11:18  a.  m.; 

.:J~®2-1,  amendment  4,  filed  11:18  a.  m.; 

fii-03-l,  amendment  3,  filed  11:18  a.  m.; 


filed  11:33  a.  m.;  II-G2-3.  filed  11:33  a.  m.; 
II-G2-4,  filed  11:33  a.  m.;  II-G3-2.  filed  11:34 
a.  m.:  II-G3-3.  filed  11:34  a.  m.;  II  G3^, 
filed  11:34  a.  m.:  II-G4-2,  filed  11:34  a.  m.; 
II-G4-3,  filed  11:35  a.  m.;  II-G4-4,  filed 
11:35  a.  m. 

Region  EX 

E>es  Moines  Order  I-G3-3,  amendment  2, 
filed  3:32  p.  m.;  I-G3A-1,  amendment  2,  filed 
3:22  p.  m.;  I-G4-3,  amendment  2,  filed  3:22 
p.  m.;  I-G4A-1,  amendment  2,  filed  3:23  p.  m. 

Kansas  City  Order  I-Gl-3,  amendment  3, 
filed  3:23  p.  m.;  I-G2-3,  amendment  3,  filed 
3:23  p.  m.:  I-G3-3,  amendment  3.  filed  3:23 
p.  m.;  I-G4-3,  amendment  3,  filed  3.23  p.  m. 

Region  X 

Little  Rock  Order  I-Gl-3,  amendment  2, 
filed  3:24  p.  m.;  I-Gl-4,  amendment  1,  filed 
3:24  p.  m.;  I-G2-4,  amendment  1,  filed  3:24 
p.  m.;  I-G3-4.  amendment  1,  filed  3:24  p.  m.; 
I-G3A-3,  amendment  3,  filed  3:24  p.  m.; 
I-G3A-3,  amendment  4,  filed  3:24  p,  m.; 
I-G4-4,  amendment  1,  filed  3:24  p.  m.; 
I-G4A-3,  amendment  3,  filed  3:24  p.  m.; 
I-G4A-3,  amendment  4,  filed  3:24  p.  m. 

New  Orleans  Order  I-Gl-4,  filed  3:25  p.  m.; 

I- G2-4.  filed  3:25  p.  m.;  I-G3-4,  filed  3:25 
p.  m.;  I-G3A-1,  filed  3:25  p,  m.;  I-G4-4,  filed 
3:25  p.  m. 

San  Antonio  Order  I-G3A-3,  amendment 
3,  filed  3:26  p.  m.;  I-G4A-2,  amendment  3, 
filed  3:26  p.  m. 

Houston  Order  II-G2-1,  filed  3:26  p.  m.; 

II- G2-2,  filed  3:26  p.  m.;  II-G3-1.  filed  3:27 

p.  m.;  U-G3-2,  filed  3:27  p.  m.*,  II-G3A-2, 
filed  3:29  p.  m.;  II-G4-1,  filed  3:27  p.  m.; 
II-G4-2,  filed  3:28  p.  m.;  II-G4A-2,  filed  3:29 
p.  m.;  II-G2-1,  amendment  1,  filed  3:26  p.  m.; 
II-G2-2,  amendment  1,  filed  3:27  p.  m.; 

II-G3-1,  amendment  1,  filed  3:27  p.  m.; 

II-G4-1,  amendment  1,  filed  3:27  p.  m.; 

II-G3A-1,  amendment  2,  filed  3:28  p.  m.; 
11-03 A-1,  amendment  3,  filed  3:29  p.  m.; 
II-G3A-1, .  amendment  4,  filed  3:29  p.  m.; 
II-G3A-1,  amendment  1,  filed  3:28  p.  m.; 
II-Gl-1,  amendment  1,  filed  3:29  p.  m.; 

II-Gl-1,  amendment  2,  filed  3:29  p,  m.; 

lI-Gl-1,  amendment  3,  filed  3:30  p.  m.; 


II-G2-1,  amendment  2,  filed  3:30  p.  m.; 

II-G3-1,  amendment  2,  filed  3:30  p.  m.; 

II-G3-1,  amendment  3,  filed  3:30  p.  m.; 

II-G3A-2,  amendment  1,  filed  3:30  p.  m.; 
II-G4-1,  amendment  2,  filed  3:30  p.  m.; 

II-G4-1,  amendment  3,  filed  3:30  p.  m.; 

II-G4A-1,  amendment  1,  filed  3:29  p.  m.; 
II-G4A-1,  amendment  2,  filed  3:30  p.  m.; 
II-G4A-1,  amendment  3,  filed  3:31  p.  m.; 
II-G4A-1,  amendment  4,  filed  3:31  p.  m.; 
II-G4A-2,  amendment  1,  filed  3:31  p.  m. 

Region  XI 

Utah  Order  II-G4-1,  amendment  7,  filed 
3:31  p.  m.;  III-Gl-1,  amendment  5,  filed 
3:32  p.  m.;  III-G2-1,  amendment  5,  filed 
3:32  p.  m. 

Cheyenne  Order  III-G4-1,  amendment  2, 

filed  3:32  p.  m.;  III-G4-1,  amendment  3, 

filed  3:32  p.  m.;  III-G4-1,  amendment  4, 

filed  3:32  p.  m.;  III-G4-1.  amendment  5, 

filed  3:32  p.  m. 

Albuquerque  Order  I-G4-3,  filed  3:33  p.  m.; 
I-G4A-3,  filed  3:33  p.  m.;  1-04-3,  amend¬ 
ment  1,  filed  3:33  p.  m. 

Denver  Order  I-Gl-3,  filed  3:33  p.  m.; 
I-G2-3,  filed  3:33  p.  m.;  I-G4-3,  filed  3:33 
p.  m. 

Region  XII 

San  Prancisco-Oakland  Order  IIA-G4A-1, 
filed  2:49  p.  m.;  II-G4-1,  amendment  2,  filed 
2:48  p.  m.;  II-G4-1.  amendment  3,  filed  2:48 
p,  m.;  IIA-G4A-1,  amendment  1,  filed  2:50 
p.  m.;  IIA-G4A-1,  amendment  2,  filed  2:50 
p.  m.;  IIA-G4A-1,  amendment  3,  filed  2:50 
p.  m.;  IIA-G4A-1,  amendment  4,  filed  2:50 
p.  m.:  ni-G3-l,  amendment  1,  filed  2:51 
p.  m.;  III-G4-1,  amendment  1,  filed  2:51 
p.  m. 

Phoenix  Order  Ia-Gl-1,  filed  2:58  p.  m.; 
Ia-Gl-2,  filed  2:58  p.  m.;  Ia-G2-1,  filed  2:58 
p.  m.:  Ia-G2-2,  filed  2:59  p.  m.;  Ia-G3-1,  filed 
3:00  p.  m.;  Ia-G3-2,  filed  3:01  p.  m.;  la- 
G3A-1,  filed  3:02  p.  m.;  Ia-G3A-2,  filed  3:02 
p.  m.;  Ia-G4-1,  filed  3:04  p.  m.;  Ia-G4-2,  filed 
3:05  p.  m.;  Ia-G4A-1,  filed  3:06  p.  m.;  la- 
04A-2,  filed  3:07  p.  m.;  Ia-Gl-1,  amendment 
1,  filed  2:57  p.  m.;  Ia-Gl-1,  amendment  2, 
filed  2:57  p.  m.;  Ia-Gl-1,  amendment  3,  filed 
2:57  p.  m.;  Ia-Gl-1,  amendment  4,  filed  2:57 
p.  m.;  Ia-Gl-2,  amendment  1,  filed  2:58  p.  m.; 
Ia-G2-1,  amendment  1,  filed  2:58  p.  m.;  la- 
G2-1,  amendment  2,  filed  2:59  p.  m.;  Ia-G2-1, 
amendment  3,  filed  2:59  p.  m.;  Ia-G2-1, 

amendment  4,  filed  2:59  p.  m.;  Ia-G2-2, 

amendment  1,  filed  2:59  p.  m.;  Ia-G2-2, 

amendment  2,  filed  3:00  p.  m.;  Ia-G3-1, 

amendment  1,  filed  3:00  p.  m.;  Ia-G3-1, 

amendment  2,  filed  3:00  p.  m.;  Ia-G3-1, 

amendment  3,  filed  3:00  p.  m.;  Ia-G3-1, 

amendment  4,  filed  3:00  p.  m.;  Ia-G3-2, 

amendment  1,  filed  3:01  p.  m.;  Ia-G3-2, 

amendment  2,  filed  3:01  p.  m.;  Ia-G3A-1, 

amendment  1,  filed  3:02  p.  m.;  Ia-G3A-1, 

amendment  2,  filed  3:02  p.  m.;  Ia-G3A-1, 

amendment  3,  filed  3:02  p.  m.;  Ia-G3A-1, 

amendment  4,  filed  3:02  p.  m.;  Ia-G3A-2, 

amendment  1,  filed  3:03  p.  m.;  Ia-G3A-2, 

amendment  2,  filed  3:03  p.  m.;  Ia-G4-1, 

amendment  1,  filed  3:04  p.  m.;  Ia-G4-1, 

amendment  2,  filed  3:04  p.  m.;  Ia-G4-1, 

amendment  3,  filed  3:05  p,  m.;  Ia-G4-1, 

amendment  4,  filed  3:05  p.  m.;  Ia-G4r-2, 

amendment  1,  filed  3:05  p.  m.;  Ia-G4-2, 

amendment  2.  filed  3:05  p.  m.;  Ia-G4A-1, 

amendment  1,  filed  3:06  p.  m.;  Ia-G4A-1, 

amendment  2,  filed  3:06  p.  m.;  Ia-G4A-1, 

amendment  3,  filed  3:06  p.  m.;  Ia-G4A-1, 

amendment  4,  filed  3:06  p.  m.;  Ia-G4A-2, 

amendment  1,  filed  3:07  p.  m.;  III-Gl-1, 

amendment  2,  filed  3:07  p.  m.;  III-G2-1, 

amendment  2,  filed  3:07  p.  m.;  III-G4A-1, 
amendment  2,  filed  3:08  p.  m. 

Los  Angeles  Order  III-Gl-2,  filed  3:11  p.  m.; 

III-G2-2,  filed  3:11  p.  m.;  III-G4-2,  filed 
3:12  p.  m.;  III-G4A-2,  filed  3:12  p.  m.;  IV- 
Gl-2,  filed  3:12  p.  m.;  IV-G2-2,  filed  3:13 
p.  m.;  IV-G4-2,  filed  3:13  p.  m.;  I-Gl-3. 

amendment  2,  filed  3:10  p.  m.;  I-G2-3, 

amendment  2,  filed  3:10  p.  m.;  I-G3-3, 

amendment  2,  filed  3:10  p.  m.;  I-G4-3, 
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amendment  2,  filed  3:10  p.  m.;  I-G4A-3, 

amendment  2,  filed  3:10  p.  m.;  II-Gl-3, 

amendment  2,  filed  3:11  p.  m.;  II-G2-3, 

amendment  3,  filed  3:11  p.  m.;  II-G4-3, 

amendment  3,  filed  3:11  p.  m.;  n-G4A-3, 
amendment  3,  filed  3:11  p.  m.;  III-G4A-1, 
amendment  3,  filed  3:12  p.  m. 

Region  xm 

Portland  Order  I-Gl-3,  amendment  4,  filed 
3:13  p.  m.:  I-G2-3.  amendment  4,  filed  3:13 
p.  m.;  I-G3-1,  amendment  6,  filed  3:13  p.  m.; 

I-G4-3,  amendment  4,  filed  3:13  p.  m.;  I- 
G4A-3.  amendment  4,  filed  3:14  p.  m.;  II- 
G4A-1,  amendment  2,  filed  3:14  p.  m.;  III- 
G4A-1,  amendment  2,  filed  3:14  p.  m.;  III- 
G4A-1,  amendment  3,  filed  3:15  p.  m. 

Seattle  Order  II-G4-2,  amendment  3,  filed 
3:15  p.  m. 

Boise  Order  IIa-G4-l,  filed  3:16  p.  m.; 
IIb-G4-l,  filed  3:16  p.  m.;  na-G4-l,  amend¬ 
ment  1,  filed  3:16  p.  m.;  Ila-G4-1,  amend¬ 
ment  2,  filed  3:16  p.  m.;  IIb-G4-l,  amend¬ 
ment  1,  filed  3:16  p.  m.;  Ilb-G4-1,  amend¬ 
ment  2  filed  3:16  p.  m. 

Spokane  Order  III-G1-1»  filed  3:19  p.  m.; 
III-G2-1.  filed  3:20  p.  m.;  III-G4A-1,  filed 
3:20  p.  m.;  I-Gl-2,  amendment  1,  filed  3:16 
p.  m.;  I-G2-2,  amendment  1,  filed  3:17  p.  m.; 
1-02-2,  amendment  2,  filed  3:17  p.  m.; 

I-G4-2,  amendment  3,  filed  3:17  p.  m.; 

1-G4-2,  amendment  4,  filed  3:17  p.  m.; 

I-G4-2.  amendment  5,  filed  3:17  p.  m.; 

I-G4A-2,  amendment  1,  filed  3:18  p.  m.; 

I- G4A-2,  amendment  2,  filed  3:18  p.  m.; 

n-Gl-1,  amendment  3,  filed  3:18  p.  m.; 

II- Ol-l,  amendment  4,  filed  3:18  p.  m.; 

II-02-1.  amendment  3,  filed  3:18  p.  m.; 

II-G2-1,  amendment  4.  filed  3:19  p.  m.; 

II-G4-1,  amendment  2.  filed  3:19  p.  m.; 

II-G4A-1,  amendment  3,  filed  3:19  p.  m.; 

II- G4A-1,  amendment  4,  filed  3:19  p.  m.; 

ni-Gl-l,  amendment  1,  filed  3:19  p.  m.; 

III- G2-1,  amendment  1,  filed  3:20  p.  m.; 

ni-G4A-l,  amendment  1,  filed  3:20  p.  m.; 
in-G4A-l,  amendment  2,  filed  3:20  p.  m. 

Copies  of  any  of  these  orders  may  be 
obtained  in  any  OPS  office  in  the  desig¬ 
nated  city. 

Joseph  L.  Dwyer, 
Recording  Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  63-2271;  Piled,  Mar.  11,  1953; 
10:26  a.  m.] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

(Pile  No.  70-29481 

Milwaukee  Electric  Railway  &  Trans¬ 
port  Co.  AND  Wisconsin  Electric 
Power  Co. 

ORDER  RELEASING  JURISDICTION  OVER 
FEE  AND  EXPENSES 

March  10,  1953. 

The  Commission,  on  December  24, 
1952,  having  issued  its  order  (Holding 
Company  Act  Release  No.  11641)  grant¬ 
ing  and  permitting  to  become  effective 
a  joint  application-declaration,  as 
amended,  filed  by  Wisconsin  Electric 
Power  Company  (“WEPCO”),  a  regis¬ 
tered  holding  company  and  a  public 
utility  company,  and  its  non-utility  sub¬ 
sidiary,  the  Milwaukee  Electric  Railway 
&  Transport  Company  (“Transport”) ; 

Said  application-declaration  having 
proposed  the  sale  of  its  passenger  trans¬ 
portation  properties  by  Transport  to 
Milwaukee  &  Suburban  Transport  Cor¬ 
poration  (“New  Transit  Company”),  a 
recently  organized  and  unaffiliated  com¬ 


pany,  and  certain  transactions  between 
Transport  and  WEPCO  in  connection 
therewith; 

The  Commission  in  said  order  having 
reserved  jurisdiction  with  respect  to  the 
reasonableness  of  the  fees  and  expenses 
incurred  in  connection  with  the  proposed 
transactions; 

It  appearing  that  the  only  fee  and  ex¬ 
penses  paid  or  proposed  to  be  paid  by  the 
applicants  and  declarants  in  the  instant 
proceeding  is  a  proposed  fee  of  $9,000  for 
legal  services,  and  reimbursement  of  ex¬ 
penses  aggregating  $1,050,  to  be  paid  by 
Transport  to  Sullivan  &  Cromwell,  and 
it  appearing  to  the  Commission  that  the 
aforesaid  fee  and  expenses  are  not  un¬ 
reasonable  and  that  the  jurisdiction 
heretofore  reserved  with  respect  to  the 
fees  and  expenses  incurred  in  connection 
with  the  proposed  transactions  should  be 
released: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  jurisdiction 
heretofore  reserved  with  respect  to  the 
fees  and  expenses  incurred  in  connection 
with  the  proposed  transactions  be,  and 
the  same  hereby  is,  released. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-2277:  Filed.  Mar.  13.  1953; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


(File  No.  70-2995] 

Fall  River  Electric  Light  Co.  and 
Eastern  Utilities  Associates 

SUPPLEMENTAL  ORDER  REGARDING 
PRINCIPAL  AMOUNT  OF  BONDS 

March  10,  1953. 

The  Commission,  by  order,  dated  Feb¬ 
ruary  27, 1953,  having  granted  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  Fall  River  Electric  Light  Com¬ 
pany  (“Pall  River”) ,  a  public -utility  sub¬ 
sidiary  of  Eastern  Utilities  Associates,  a 
registered  holding  company,  with  respect 
to  the  issuance  and  sale  by  Fall  River 
of  $6,800,000  principal  amount  of  First 
Mortgage  and  Collateral  Trust  Bonds, 
__  Percent  Series,  due  1983,  subject, 
among  other  things,  to  the  reservations 
'  of  jurisdiction  with  respect  to  the  results 
of  competitive  bidding  under  Rule  U-50 
and  with  respect  to  the  payment  of  all 
counsel  fees  incurred  in  connection  with 
the  proposed  sale;  and 

A  further  amendment  having  been 
filed  on  March  10,  1953,  setting  forth, 
among  other  things,  the  action  taken  by 
Pall  River  to  comply  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  Rule  U-50,  and  stating  that 
pursuant  to  the  invitation  for  compieti- 
tive  bids,  the  following  bids  for  the  bonds 
have  been  received : 


Bidder 

Annual! 

interest 

rate 

(l>er- 

cent) 

Price  to 
company 
({lerc^ent 
of  prin¬ 
cipal)  • 

Annual 
cost  to 
com¬ 
pany 
(per- 
oeut) 

Estahrook  &  Co.  and  Stone 
&  Welister  Securities  Corp.. 
Halsey,  Stuart  &  Co.,  lud.. 

344 

101.  KIDOO 

3.66S0 

344  j 

1U1.37DW 

3.6737 

*  Exclusive  of  accrued  interest. 


Said  amendment  to  the  application 
also  setting  forth  that  Fall  River  has  ac¬ 
cepted  the  joint  bid  of  the  group  headed 
by  Estabrook  &  Co.  and  Stone  &  Webster 
Securities  Corporation  for  the  bonds  as 
showm  above,  and  that  said  bonds  will  be 
reoffered  to  the  public  at  a  price  of  102.27 
percent  of  the  principal  amount  thereof 
plus  accrued  interest  from  January  i, 
1953,  to  the  date  of  payment  and  deliv¬ 
ery,  resulting  in  a  gross  underwriting 
spread  of  0.731  percent  of  the  principal 
amount  of  said  bonds,  said  spread  ag- 
gregating  $49,708;  and 

The  record  not  having  been  completed 
with  respect  to  counsel  fees  and  expenses 
in  connection  with  the  proposed  trans¬ 
actions  and  the  Commission  finding  that 
jurisdiction  with  respect  thereto,  includ¬ 
ing  jurisdiction  over  the  fee  of  counsel 
for  the  underwriters,  should  be  con¬ 
tinued;  and 

The  Commission  having  examined 
said  amendment  and  having  considered 
the  record  therein  and  finding  no  reason 
for  the  imposition  of  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  wdth  respect  to  the  price  to  be  re¬ 
ceived  for  said  bonds  and  the  interest 
rate  thereon,  the  redemption  prices 
thereof,  or  the  underwTiters’  spread ;  and 
it  appearing  appropriate  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  to  release  the  jurisdiction  heretofore 
reserved  with  respect  thereto  and  to 
grant  applicant’s  request  that  the  order 
herein  b^ome  effective  upon  issuance; 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  jurisdiction 
heretofore  reserved  with  respect  to  the 
matters  to  be  determined  as  a  result  of 
competitive  bidding  for  said  bonds  under 
Rule  U-50,  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is, 
released,  and  that  said  application,  be, 
and  the  same  hereby  is,  granted,  effec¬ 
tive  forthwith,  subject  to  the  teiins  and 
conditions  prescribed  in  Rule  U-24. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  juris¬ 
diction  heretofore  reserved  over  tlie  pay¬ 
ment  of  all  counsel  fees,  including  the 
fee  of  independent  counsel  for  the  under¬ 
writer,  incurred  by  Fall  River  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  proposed  transactions,  be, 
and  the  same  hereby  is,  continued. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  63-2276;  Filed,  Mar.  13,  1953; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


(Pile  Nos.  70-3000,  70-1595] 

Georgia  Power  Co. 

ORDER  PERMITTING  SUBMISSION  OF  FIRST 
MORTGAGE  BONDS  AND  gHARES  OF  PRE¬ 
FERRED  STOCK  TO  COBTPETITIVE  BIDDING 
AND  MODIFYING  PREVIOUS  ORDER 

March  10, 1953. 

Georgia  Power  Company  (“Georgia”), 
a  public  utility  subsidiary  of  the  South 
ern  Company,  a  registered  holding  com-  K  , 
pany,  having  filed  an  application,  with  Ij  , 
amendments  thereto,  pursuant  to  sec-  w  i 
tion  6  (b)  of  the  act  and  Rule  U-50  pro-  U  j 
mulgated  thereunder,  with  respect  to  the  li  i 
following  proposed  transactions :  11  i 

Georgia  proposes  to  issue  and  sell  ■  < 
No,  70-3000),  pursuant  to  the  competi-  ||  i 
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Saturday,  March  14,  1953 

tive  bidding  requirements  of  Rule  U-50, 
(i)  $16,000,000  principal  amount  of  First 
Mortgage  Bonds  __  Percent  Series  due 
1983.  to  be  issued  under  and  secured  by 
Georgia’s  present  indenture,  dated  as  of 
March  1,  1941,  as  last  supplemented  on 
July  1.  1952,  and  to  be  further  supple¬ 
mented  by  a  Supplemental  Indenture  to 
be  dated  as  of  April  1,  1953;  and  (ii) 
100,000  shares  of  its  authorized  but  un¬ 
issued  preferred  stock,  without  par 
value.  The  interest  rate  and  dividend 
rate  for  the  bonds  and  preferred  stock, 
respectively,  and  the  price  to  be  paid  the 
company  for  said  securities  will  be  de¬ 
termined  by  the  competitive  bidding,  ex¬ 
cept  that  the  invitation  for  bids  for  the 
bonds  will  specify  that  the  price  to  the 
company  shall  be  not  less  than  100  per¬ 
cent  nor  more  than  102.75  percent  of  the 
principal  amount,  and  the  invitation  for 
bids  for  the  preferred  stock  will  specify 
that  the  price  to  the  company  shall  be 
not  less  than  $100  per  share  nor  more 
than  $102.75  per  share. 

Georgia  proposes  to  use  the  proceeds 
from  the  sale  of  these  securities  and 
$6,000,000  to  be  received  from  the  sale 
of  additional  common  stock  to  Southern 
(see  Holding  Company  Act  Release  No. 
11705)  prior  to  the  issuance  and  sale  of 
the  bonds  and  preferred  stock,  to  provide 
a  portion  of  the  funds  required  to  finance 
its  current  construction  program. 
Georgia  estimates  that  said  program  will 
require  approximately  $28,000,000  of  ad¬ 
ditional  financing  before  the  end  of  1954, 
The  company  also  proposes  to  amend 
its  charter  to  reclassify  500,000  author¬ 
ized  but  unissued  shares  of  $6  Preferred 
stock  into  a  like  number  of  shares  of 
$ —  Preferred  stock,  and  to  incorporate 
in  the  charter  certain  provisions  for  the 
protection  of  the  holders  of  its  preferred 
stock,  including  limitations  on  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  cash  dividends  and  distributions 
on  its  common  stock  substantially  as  are 
contained  in  a  condition  in  an  order  of 
this  Commission  dated  November  14, 
1947  (Pile  No.  70-1595).  The  company 
requests  the  Commission  to  modify  its 
order  of  November  14,  1947,  by  declaring 
said  condition  to  be  no  longer  effective 
when  the  charter  shall  have  been 
amended  as  proposed. 

The  filing  states  that  the  issuance  and 
sale  of  the  proposed  new  bonds  and  pre¬ 
ferred  stock  have  been  approved  by  the 
Georgia  Public  Service  Commission,  the 
the  State  Commission  of  the  State  in 
which  Georgia  is  organized  and  doing 
business.  Georgia  requests  that  the  or¬ 
der  of  this  Commission  granting  the  ap¬ 
plication  become  effective  forthwith 
upon  issuance. 

Due  notice  having  been  given  of  the 
fifing  of  the  application  and  a  hearing 
oot  having  been  requested  of,  or  ordered 
by,  the  Commission,  and  the  Commission 
finding  that  the  applicable  provisions 
uf  the  act  and  the  rules  promulgated 
thereunder  are  satisfied  and  that  no  ad- 
)^wse  findings  are  necessary,  and  deem¬ 
ing  it  appropriate  in  the  public  interest 
und  the  interest  of  investors  and  con¬ 
sumers  that  said  application,  as  amend- 
®d.  be  granted  subject  to  certain  terms 
und  conditions  and  reservations  of  juris¬ 
diction: 


It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  Rule  U-23 
and  the  applicable  provisions  of  the  act, 
that  said  application,  as  amended,  be, 
and  the  same  hereby  is,  granted  effective 
forthwith,  subject  to  the  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  prescribed  in  Rule  U-24  and  to 
the  further  condition  that  the  proposed 
sale  of  bonds  and  preferred  stock  shall 
not  be  consummated  until  the  results  of 
competitive  bidding,  pursuant  to  Rule 
U-50,  have  been  made  a  matter  of  rec¬ 
ord  herein  and  a  further  order  shall 
have  been  entered  with  respect  thereto, 
which  order  shall  contain  such  further 
terms  and  conditions  as  may  then  be 
deemed  appropriate,  for  which  purpose 
jurisdiction  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is, 
reserved. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  jurisdic¬ 
tion  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  reserved 
over  all  fees  and  expenses  incurred  in 
connection  with  the  proposed  transac¬ 
tions. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  when 
Georgia  shall  have  amended  its  charter 
as  proposed,  the  condition  contained  in 
the  Commission’s  order  dated  November 
14,  1947,  under  File  No.  70-1595,  in  re¬ 
spect  of  the  limitations  on  the  payment 
of  dividends  on  Georgia’s  common  stock, 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  no  longer  effective. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary, 

(F.  R.  Doc.  53-2275;  Filed,  Mar.  13.  1953; 

8:46  a.  m.J 


[File  No.  70-3001] 

General  Public  Utilities  Corp. 

NOTICE  OF  PROPOSAL  TO  BORROW  FROM 
BANKS 

March  10,  1953. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  General 
Public  Utilities  Corporation  (“GPU”),  a 
registered  holding’ company,  has  filed  a 
declaration  pursuant  to  the  Public  Utility 
Holding  Company  Act  of  1935  (“act”), 
and  has  designated  sections  6  (a)  and  7 
thereof  and  Rule  U-23  as  applicable  to 
the  proposed  transactions  which  may  be 
summarized  as  follows; 

GPU  proposes  to  borrow  $7,000,000  by 
the  issuance  and  sale  of  $1,750,000  of  its 
notes  to  each  of  the  following  four  banks: 
The  Marine  Midland  Trust  Company  of 
New  York,  Bankers  Trust  Company, 
Manufacturers  Trust  Company,  and  Mel¬ 
lon  National  Bank  and  Trust  Company. 
Such  notes  will  bear  interest  at  the  prime 
rate  for  commercial  borrowing  at  the 
time  of  issue,  but  not  in  excess  of  3% 
percent  per  annum,  and  will  mature  10 
months  from  the  date  of  issue. 

The  filing  states  that  the  prime  inter¬ 
est  rate  for  commercial  borrowing  is  now 
3  percent  per  annum.  It  also  states  that 
if  such  interest  rate  would  be  in  excess 
of  3*4  percent  per  annum  at  the  time 
of  issuance  of  any  note  GPU  will,  at  least 
five  days  prior  to  the  date  of  issuance  of 
such  note,  file  with  the  Commission  a 
supplemental  statement  setting  forth  the 
interest  rate  thereof  and  all  other  perti¬ 
nent  details  thereof,  and  that  GPU  will 
not  issue  said  note  unless  either  (a)  no 


notice  shall  have  been  given  to  GPU  by 
the  Commission  within  said  five-day 
period  that  the  Commission  deems  fur¬ 
ther  proceedings  required  with  respect 
to  the  subject  matter  of  the  declaration 
or  (b)  notice  shall  have  been  given  to 
GPU  by  the  Commission  within  said  five- 
day  period  that  no  further  proceedings 
are  required  with  respect  to  the  subject 
matter  of  the  declaration. 

GPU  will  use  the  proceeds  of  the  sales 
of  the  notes  to  make  additional  invest¬ 
ments  in  the  common  stock  equities  of 
subsidiaries,  in  accordance  with  pro¬ 
posals  to  be  filed  with  this  Commission. 
GPU  expects  to  obtain  the  funds  for  pay¬ 
ment  of  the  proposed  bank  loans  either 
from  the  issuance  and  sale  of  additional 
shares  of  its  common  stock  or  from  the 
sale  of  system  a.ssets. 

The  filing  states  that  total  expenses  of 
GPU  in  connection  with  the  proposed 
transactions,  including  legal  fees,  are  es¬ 
timated  not  to  exceed  $3,500.  It  requests 
that  the  Commission’s  order  become  ef¬ 
fective  upon  issuance. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may.  not  later  than  March 
24,  1953,  at  5:30  p.  m.,  request  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  writing  that  a  hearing  be  held 
on  such  matter,  stating  the  reasons  for 
such  request,  the  nature  of  his  inter¬ 
est  and  the  issues  of  fact  or  law  raised 
by  said  declaration  which  he  desires  to 
controvert,  or  may  request  that  he  be 
notified  if  the  Commission  should  order 
a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  request 
should  be  addressed:  Secretary,  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commission,  425  Sec¬ 
ond  Street  NW..  Washington  25,  D.  C. 
At  any  time  after  said  date  said  declara¬ 
tion,  as  filed  or  as  amended,  may  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  become  effective  as  provided  in 
Rule  U-23  of  the  rules  and  regulations 
promulgated  under  the  act.  or  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  exempt  such  transactions 
as  provided  in  Rule  U-20  (a)  and  Rule 
U-100,  thereof. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois. 

Secretary. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  53-2278;  Filed.  Mar.  13,  1953; 

8:46  a.  m.| 


UNITED  STATES  TARIFF 
COMMISSION 

[Investigation  No.  1-12] 

Dried  Figs 

NOTICE  OF  investigation 

Investigation  instituted  and  public 
hearing  ordered  for  April  14,  1953. 

Investigation  instituted.  Upon  request 
of  the  President,  the  United  States  Tariff 
Commission  has  instituted  an  investiga¬ 
tion  under  paragraph  2  of  Executive  Or¬ 
der  10401,  dated  October  14,  1952  (17 
F.  R.  9125),  to  determine  whether,  and  if 
so  to  what  extent,  the  modification  made 
effective  at  the  close  of  business  August 
29.  1952,  of  the  tariff  concession  granted 
in  the  General  Agreement  on  Tariffs  and 
Trade  with  respect  to  dried  figs  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  paragraph  740,  Tariff  Act  of 
1930  (Proclamation  No.  2986  of  August 
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16.  1952;  17  P.  R.  7567),  remains  neces¬ 
sary  in  order  to  prevent  or  remedy  seri¬ 
ous  injury  or  the  threat  thereof  to  the 
domestic  industry  concerned. 

Public  hearing  ordered.  A  public  hear¬ 
ing  in  this  investigation  will  be'  held  be¬ 
ginning  at  10  a.  m.  on  April  14,  1953,  in 
the  Hearing  Room,  Tariff  Commission 
Building,  Elighth  and  E  Streets  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C.  Interested  parties 
desiring  to  appear,  to  produce  evidence, 
and  to  be  heard  at  this  hearing  should 
file  requests  in  writing  with  the  Secre¬ 
tary.  United  States  Tariff  Commission, 
Washington  25.  D.  C.,  in  advance  of  the 
date  of  hearing. 

This  investigation  is  supplemental  to 
the  Tariff  Commission’s  Investigation 
No.  12  under  section  7  of  the  Trade 
Agreements  Extension  Act  of  1951,  the 
results  of  which  were  reported  to  the 
President  on  July  24,  1952,  and  on  the 
basis  of  which  the  President  modified  the 
concession  on  dried  figs  granted  in  the 
General  Agreement  on  Tariffs  and  Trade 
and  proclaimed  an  increase  in  the  duty 
from  2*4  cents  to  4*2  cents  per  pound. 
The  present  investigation  is  being  made 
in  accordance  with  the  procedures  pre¬ 
scribed  in  Executive  Order  10401  for  re¬ 
viewing  “escape  clause”  actions. 

I  certify  that  this  investigation  was 
instituted  and  the  above-scheduled  hear¬ 
ing  was  ordered  by  the  United  States 
Tariff  Commission  on  March  10,  1953. 

Issued:  March  11,  1953. 

[SEAL]  Donn  N.  Bent, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-2284;  Filed,  Mar.  13,  1953; 

8:47  a.  m.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Production  Authority 

[Suspension  Order  31;  Docket  No.  49, 
Modification  1] 

Sunlight  Metal  Products  Company 
ORDER  OF  modification 

This  proceeding  has  to  do  with  the 
matter  of  the  National  Production 
Authority  vs.  Sunlight  Metal  Products 
Company,  2301  S.  Delaware  Street,  Den¬ 
ver,  Colorado,  in  connection  with  which 
NPA  Hearing  Commissioner  Stanley  H. 
Johnson  entered  Suspension  Order  31  on 
September  2,  1952,  at  Denver,  Colorado. 

In  conformity  with  the  policy  estab¬ 
lished  by  Direction  20  to  CMP  Regulation 
Ne.  1,  dated  February  16,  1953,  and  Di¬ 
rection  10  to  Revised  CMP  Regulation 
No.  6,  dated  February  16,  1953  (see  also 
Designation  of  Scarce  Materials  1,  as 
amended  February  18,  1953);  and 

On  motion  of  Robert  H.  Winn,  Esquire, 
Assistant  General  Counsel  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Production  Authority: 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  Pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  paragraph  (c)  of  section  5 
of  NPA  Rules  of  Practice  (17  F.  R.  8156), 
that  the  above-identified  suspension  or¬ 
der  be  modified  so  that  the  respondent 
herein,  any  provision  in  the  suspension 
order  notwithstanding,  may  acquire  any 
controlled  material  which  is  acquired 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  6 
of  Direction  20  to  CMP  Regulation  No.  1 


NOTICES 

or  section  2  (a)  of  Direction  10  to  Revised 
CMP  Regulation  No.  6 ;  and 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  said 
suspension  order  be  further  modified  so 
that  the  respondent  herein  may  use  or 
dispose  of  any  controlled  material  so 
acquired,  and  the  suspension  order 
herein  shall  not  be  treated  as  effecting  a 
prohibition  by  a  regulation  or  order  of 
NPA  as  referred  to  in  section  7  of  Direc¬ 
tion  20  to  CMP  Regulation  No.  1  as  to 
any  controlled  material  acquired  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  provisions  of  said  Direction  20 
or  of  Direction  10  to  Revised  CMP  Reg¬ 
ulation  No.  6. 

In  all  other  respects  the  aforesaid 
Suspension  Order  31  remains  unmodi¬ 
fied. 

Issued  this  6th  day  of  March  1953  at 
Washington,  D.  C. 

National  Production 
Authority, 

By  Morris  R.  Bevington. 
Deputy  Chief  Hearing  Commissioner. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-2386:  Filed.  Mar.  13,  1953; 

10:21  a.  m.l 


[Suspension  (Drder  32;  Docket  No.  34, 
Modification  1] 

Wooldridge  Manufacturing  Company, 

ET  AL. 

ORDER  OF  modification 

This  proceeding  has  to  do  with  the 
matter  of  the  National  Production  Au¬ 
thority  vs.  Wooldridge  Manufacturing 
Company,  et  al.,  Sunnyvale,  California, 
in  connection  with  which  NPA  Hearing 
Commissioner  William  B.  Owens  entered 
Suspension  Order  32  on  September  15, 
1952,  at  San  Francisco,  California. 

In  conformity  with  the  policy  estab¬ 
lished  by  Direction  20  to  CMP  Regula¬ 
tion  No.  1,  dated  February  16,  1953,  and 
Direction  10  to  Revised  CMP  Regulation 
No.  6,  dated  February  16,  1953  (see  also 
Designation  of  Scarce  Materials-  1,  as 
amended  February  18,  1953);  and 
On  motion  of  Robert  H.  Winn,  Es¬ 
quire,  Assistant  General  Counsel  of  the 
National  Production  Authority; 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  Pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  paragraph  (c)  of  section  5 
of  NPA  Rules  of  Practice  (17  F.  R.  8156), 
that  the  above-identified  suspension  or¬ 
der  be  modified  so  that  the  respondents 
herein,  any  provision  in  the  suspension 
order  notwithstanding,  may  acquire  any 
controlled  material  which  is  acquired 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  6 
of  Direction  20  to  CMP  Regulation  No.  1 
or  section  2  (a)  of  Direction  10  to  Re¬ 
vised  CMP  Regulation  No.  6 ;  and 
It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  said  sus¬ 
pension  order  be  further  modified  so  that 
the  respondents  herein  may  use  or  dis¬ 
pose  of  any  controlled  material  so  ac¬ 
quired,  and  the  suspension  order  herein 
shall  not  be  treated  as  effecting  a  prohi¬ 
bition  by  a  regulation  or  order  of  NPA  as 
referred  to  in  section  7  of  Direction  20 
to  CMP  Regulation  No.  1  as  to  any  con¬ 
trolled  material  acquired  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  said  Direction  20  or  of  Di¬ 
rection  10  to  Revised  CMP  Regulation 
No.  6. 


In  all  other  respects  the  aforesaid  Sus. 
pension  Order  32  remains  unmodified. 

Issued  this  6th  day  of  March  1953  at 
Washington,  D.  C. 

National  Production 
Authority, 

By  Morris  R.  Bei  ington, 
Deputy  Chief  Hearing  Commissioner, 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-2387;  Filed,  Mar.  13,  1953- 
10:21  a.  m.) 


[Suspension  Order  43,  Docket  Nos.  24  and 
A-8,  Modification  1] 

Hillside  Metal  Products,  Inc.,  et  al 
order  of  modification 

Robert  H.  Winn,  Esquire,  A5:sistant 
General  Counsel,  National  Production 
Authority,  Washington,  D.  C.,  for  the 
United  States;  and  Arthur  S.  Lowell, 
E.squire,  Attorney  at  Law,  1819  Broad¬ 
way,  New  York,  New  York,  for  the  re¬ 
spondents. 

The  instant  proceeding  has  to  do  with 
Suspension  Order  43  entered  in  the  case 
of  Hillside  Metal  Products,  Inc.,  et  al, 
on  November  6,  1952,  after  hearing  by 
National  Production  Authority  Commis¬ 
sioner  James  M.  Fawcett,-  of  Brooklyn, 
New  York,  in  connection  with  which  both 
sides  were  represented  by  coun.^el. 

As  disclosed  by  the  record,  the 
spondents  herein,  during  a  period  of 
critical  scarcity;  to  wit,  between  June 
20  and  August  2,  1951,  sold  to  a  specula¬ 
tive  purchaser  some  339*2  tons  of  steel 
secured  by  them  for  defense  purposes, 
and  by  this  transaction  netted  them¬ 
selves  a  total  profit  in  excess  of  5  cents 
a  pound,  or  $100  per  ton,  or  approxi¬ 
mately  $35,000  in  all.  As  channeled,  this 
steel,  in  the  lai.  ;uage  of  the  respondents, 
passed  “from  one  purchaser  to  another 
purchaser,  and  thence  onward’’;  i.  e., 
into  the  “black  market”. 

On  November  10,  1952,  counsel  for  the 
rcsp>ondents  appeared  in  Wa.^hingtoa 
D.  C.,  for  the  announced  purpose  of  mak¬ 
ing  an  oral  application  to  stay  the  execu¬ 
tion  of  the  remedial  provisions  of  the 
aforesaid  Suspension  Order  43  in  Hill¬ 
side  Metal  Products,  Inc.,  et  al. 

As  established  by  the  docket  in  the 
present  case,  there  is  no  order  entered  oi 
record,  signed  by  the  CThief  Hearing 
Commissioner,  that  has  extended  the 
time  for  filing  of  notice  of  intention  to 
appeal. 

Prom  the  bench,  the  attention  of  said 
counsel  was  invited  to  the  fact  that  un¬ 
der  the  provisions  of  section  4  of  NPA 
Rules  of  Practice  (17  F.  R.  8156),  an 
application  for  stay  must  be  made  in 
WTiting,  and  that  this  requirement  bad 
not  been  conformed  to. 

The  matter  of  the  respondents’  pro¬ 
ceeding  orally  with- their  presentation  01 
argument  on  appeal  was  also  pressed  by 
their  counsel.  In  connection  therewith 
the  bench  announced  that  the  case  was 
not  in  proper  order  for  consideration  on 
appeal.  Notice  was  also  taken  of 
fact  that  no  appeal  brief  had  been  fllod 
by  said  respondents. 

The  proceeding  of  said  November  lO. 
1952,  was  accordingly  confined  solely  to 
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the  entertainment  of  argument  on  the 
application  for  stay,  at  the  conclusion  of 
which  a  stay,  in  words  and  figures,  as 
follows: 

A  suspension  order  was  Issued  In  the 
»bove-eii titled  matter  on  November  6,  1952, 
by  James  M.  Fawcett,  Hearing  Commissioner. 
There  was  an  application  for  stay  of  suspen- 
ijon  order  to  the  Chief  Hearing  Commis- 
iloner  on  November  10,  1952,  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  4  of  Rules  of  Practice  1. 

Upon  a  showing  of  irreparable  harm  and 
alter  hearing  counsel  for  the  respondent  and 
for  the  National  Production  Authority,  I  di¬ 
rect  that  the  provisions  of  the  order  ap¬ 
pealed  from  be  stayed  pending  disposition  of 
appeal. 


was  granted  over  the  timely  objection  of 
counsel  for  the  Government. 

Three  conditions  are  imposed  by  the 
aforesaid  section  4  of  NPA  Rules  of  Prac¬ 
tice  as  prerequisite  to  the  issuance  of  a 
stay  pending  appeal. 

The  first  of  these  is  that  such  stay  may 
only  issue  “After  the  initiation  of  an 
appeal”. 

Paragraph  (c)  of  section  3  of  the  NPA 
Rules  of  Practice  provides  that  to  initiate 
an  appeal  the  following  steps  must  be 
taken: 


An  appeal  shall  be  initiated  by  filing  an 
original  and  five  copies  of  a  notice  of  Inten¬ 
tion  to  appeal  with  the  Chief  Hearing  Com¬ 
missioner  within  10  calendar  days  from  the 
date  (A  service  of  an  order  upon  the  appellant. 


and  ordered  reparation  of  all  payments 
in  excess  of  the  lower  rate.  The  Com¬ 
mission  contended  that  it  was  not 
bound  by  the  doctrine  of  res  ad  judicata 
in  regard  to  the  rate  first  declared  rea¬ 
sonable. 

The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States,  in  dealing  with  the  foregoing  is¬ 
sue,  held  that: 


The  Commission’s  error  arose  from  a  fail¬ 
ure  to  recognize  that  when  It  prescribed  a 
maximum  reasonable  rate  for  the  future  it 
was  performing  a  legislative  function,  and 
that  when  it  was  sitting  to  award  reparation, 
it  was  sitting  for  a  purpose  Judicial  in  na¬ 
ture.  In  the  second  capacity,  while  not 
bound  by  the  rule  of  res  adjudicata,  it  was 
bound  to  recognize  the  validity  of  the  rule 
of  conduct  prescribed  by  it  and  not  to  re¬ 
peal  its  own  enactment  with  retroactive  ef¬ 
fect.  It  could  repeal  the  order  as  it  affected 
future  action,  and  substitute  a  new  rule  of 
conduct  as  often  as  occasion  might  require, 
but  this  was  obviously  the  limit  of  its  power, 
as  of  that  of  the  legislature  itself. 


See,  also,  McCord  v.  Granger,  U.  S.  Court 
of  Appeals,  Third  Circuit,  3  Ad.  L.  (2d) 
15,  decided  December  19,  1952,  in  which, 
dealing  with  an  Internal  Revenue  mat¬ 
ter,  it  joined  the  U.  S.  Circuit  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  Ninth  Circuit,  i.  e..  Pa¬ 
cific  National  Bank  of  Seattle  v.  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  91  Fed. 
(2d)  105,  (1937)  in  holding  that: 


The  foregoing  requirement  is  manda¬ 
tory  and  the  fact  that  it  was  never  com¬ 
plied  with  is  a  direct  challenge  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Chief  Hearing  Com¬ 
missioner  in  the  premises. 

The  second  equivalent  is  that  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  order  appealed  from  may 
be  stayed  upon  a  showing  of  irreparable 
harm.  The  showing  made  in  the  present 
case  was  limited  to  the  unsupported  oral 
allegation  made  by  counsel  for  the  re¬ 
spondents  during  the  course  of  argument. 

The  third  condition,  equal  in  force  or 
authority,  specifically  demands  that  “An 
application  for  a  stay  must  be  made  in 
writing  to  the  Chief  Hearing  Commis¬ 
sioner.”  No  such  application  was  ever 
submitted. 

No  citation  of  authority  is  needed  to 
support  the  statement  that  legislative 
rules  have  the  force  of  law  and  that  in¬ 
terpretative  rules  sometimes  do.  (In 
this  connection,  see  the  1952  Edition  of 
Parker,  Administrative  Law,  148.)  “An 
admini.strative  agency  is  bound  by  its 
own  valid  legislative  regulations  as  these 
have  the  force  of  law.”  Vom  Baur,  Fed¬ 
eral  Administrative  Law  86  (1947  Supp.). 

In  the  promulgation  of  sections  3  and  4 
of  NPA  Rules  of  Practice,  the  Chief  Hear- 
ta?  Commissioner  acted  in  a  legislative 
capacity. 

When  sitting  for  the  purpose  of  bear¬ 
'll?  a  given  appeal,  he  acts  in  a  judicial 
capacity. 

As  such,  he  is  bound  to  recognize  the 
validity  of  the  provisions  of  the  afore¬ 
said  sections  until  such  time  as  they  are 
formally  set  aside. 

In  point  is  the  case  of  the  Arizona 
Grocery  Co.  v.  A.  T.  &  SF.  Ry.  Co.,  284 
I  G.  S.  389,  wherein  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  fixed  a  rate  for  cer¬ 
tain  shipments.  Thereafter,  in  a  repa- 
^tion  proceeding,  the  Commission 
i  luund  that  a  lower  rate  was  reasonable 


'The  suggestion  that  Treasury  regulations 
having  the  force  and  effect  of  law  are  bind¬ 
ing  on  taxpayers,  but  not  on  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  or  on  the  Board  of  Tax  Appeals,  can¬ 
not  be  entertained.  Tax  officials  and  tax¬ 
payers  alike  are  under  the  law,  not  above 
it. 


had  observed  the  rules,  they  would  have 
suffered  far  less.  With  the  memory  of  full 
war-time  priorities  still  fresh  and  the  present 
system  not  difficult  to  understand,  a  plea  of 
confusion  or  of  hardship  after  the  fact  comes 
stale  upon  the  ear.  No  one  in  a  business  re¬ 
quiring  steel  can  be  under  the  illusion  that 
It  is  not  one  of  the  most  critical  commodi¬ 
ties  and  among  the  first  to  be  rationed. 


Under  the  general  rule  of  conduct  laid 
down  in  the  above-cited  authorities, 
neither  the  (1)  Chief  Hearing  Commis- 
sio^ner,  nor  the  (2)  General  Counsel  of 
NPA  may  waive  the  legislative  provision 
of  the  NPA  Rules  of  Practice,  nor  can 
they  be  waived  by  (3)  consent  of  the  par¬ 
ties  litigant.  The  fact  that  on  November 
10,  1952,  during  the  oral  presentation  on 
the  part  of  the  respondents,  counsel  for 
the  United  States  waived  the  require¬ 
ment  that  the  application  for  a  stay  must 
be  in  writing,  cannot  be  pleaded  as  abro¬ 
gating  said  rule  in  the  instant  matter. 

On  February  24,  1953,  the  respondents 
herein,  by  their  counsel,  appeared  and 
made  oral  presentation  of  the  matter  of 
appeal,  their  contention  being  that  such 
appeal  should  be  granted  by  reason  of 
( 1 )  lack  of  wilfulness  on  the  part  of  the 
respondents,  in  their  admitted  violations, 
and  the  (2)  alleged  harshness  of  the 
terms  of  the  suspension  order  entered  in 
their  case  by  Commissioner  Fawcett. 

Neither  the  element  of  wilfulness  nor 
hardship  has  any  application  in  a  normal 
NPA  administrative  adversary  proceed¬ 
ing,  National  Production  Authority  vs. 
M  &  B  Metal  Products  Company,  et  al., 
Opinion,  Judge  Curtis  Bok,  Suspension 
Order  7,  from  which,  in  connection  with 
the  issue  of  hardship,  we  quote  the  fol¬ 
lowing: 


On  the  second  point — the  harshness  of  the 
Suspension  Order — we  are  not  inclined  to 
grant  relief.  No  doubt  respondents  must 
tighten  their  belts  stringently,  but  so  must 
the  national  economy  in  a  time  of  declared 
emergency.  The  allocation  system  is  de¬ 
signed  to  supervise  that  process  so  that  the 
least  possible  pain  results,  and  if  respondents 


The  present  case  was  initiated  May 
28,  1952.  Hearing  thereon  was  had 
October  16,  1952.  As  of  November  6, 
1952,  suspension  order  was  issued  and 
served  on  the  respondents,  who  then  had  ^ 
ten  calendar  days  in  which  to  initiate 
an  appeal  under  paragraph  (c)  of  section 
3  of  NPA  Rules  of  Practice  (17  F.  R. 
8156).  To  date,  this  requirement  has 
not  been  met. 

Resfiondents’  oral  presentation  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  24,  1953,  heretofore  dealt  with, 
cannot  be  substituted  for  the  specific 
requirements  of  the  rule  cited.  There¬ 
fore,  appeal  not  having  been  timely  per¬ 
fected  on  the  part  of  the  respondents, 
further  consideration  will  not  be  given 
to  that  phase  of  this  case. 

Counsel  of  record  for  the  Government 
having  moved  that  the  stay  entered  in 
the  cause  November  10,  1952,  be  forth¬ 
with  lifted,  and  it  being  clear  that  appli¬ 
cable  legislative  regulations  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Production  Authority  were  not 
complied  with  in  its  issuance,  it  is  there¬ 
fore  ordered  that  said  stay  be  forthwith 
vacated,  set  aside,  and  held  for  naught. 

Although,  for  the  reasons  stated,  the 
respondents’  oral  presentations  of  No¬ 
vember  10,  1952,  and  February  24,  1953, 
may  not  be  considered  as  an  appellate 
proceeding,  it  remains  possible  to  con¬ 
sider  it  by  resort  to  the  extraordinary 
jurisdiction  of  the  Chief  Hearing  Com¬ 
missioner  as  stated  in  paragraph  (c)  of 
section  5  of  the  Rules  of  Practice.  The 
jurisdiction  therein  should  normally  not 
be  invoked  or  exercised  to  defeat  the 
purposes  and  requirements  of  the  Rules 
of  Practice  with  regard  to  the  initiation 
and  perfecting  of  appeals.  It  appears 
in  the  instant  case,  however,  that  an  at¬ 
tempt  was  made  by  all  parties  to  waive 
the  specific  requirements  of  the  rules  as 
relating  to  appeals.  Therefore,  in  order 
to  accomplish  substantial  justice  and 
equity  to  the  appellant,  who  might,  but 
for  such  waiver  by  the  Government,  have 
taken  steps  to  perfect  an  appeal,  the 
case  is  being  considered  at  this  time  on 
Its  present  merits  under  the  provisions 
of  the  aforesaid  paragraph  (c)  of  section 
5  of  NPA  Rules  of  Practice  (17  F.  R. 
8156). 

A.  It  is  hereby  ordered.  TTiat  Suspen¬ 
sion  Order  43  be  modified  by  striking  out 
paragraphs  numbered  1,  2,  3,  and  4  un¬ 
der  the  heading  “It  is  accordingly  or¬ 
dered:”,  which  represents  the  effective 
order  of  Commissioner  Fawcett. 

B.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  said 
suspension  order  be  further  modified  by 
adding  thereto,  and  in  lieu  of  that  part 
stricken  by  paragraph  A  hereof,  the  fol¬ 
lowing: 

It  is  accordingly  ordered: 

1.  That  all  priority  assistance  and  all 
allocations  and  allotments  of  steel  which 
may  be  granted  to  the  respondents.  Hill¬ 
side  Metal  Products,  Inc.,  et  al.,  for  use 
during  the  first  calendar  quarter  of  1953, 
be  reduced  by  39  Vi  tons. 
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2.  That  all  priority  assistance  and  all 
allocations  and  allotments  of  steel  which 
may  be  granted  to  Hillside  Metal  Prod¬ 
ucts,  Inc.,  et  al.,  for  use  during  the  second 
calendar  quarter  of  1953,  be  reduced  by 
300  tons. 

3.  That  all  allocations  and  allotments 
of  steel  which  may  be  acquired  under 
the  privileges  of  self-certification,  self- 
authorization,  or  automatic  allotment, 
are  withdrawn  and  withheld  from  Hill¬ 
side  Metal  Products,  Inc.,  et  al.,  for  the 
first  and  second  calendar  quarters  of 
1953,  to  carry  out  the  intent  of  para¬ 
graphs  1  and  2  above. 

4.  That  the  respondents  herein  may 
acquire  any  controlled  material  ac¬ 
quired  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  6  of  Direction  20  to  CMP  Regulation 
No.  1  or  section  2  (a)  of  Direction  10  to 
Revised  CMP  Regulation  No.  6,  and  the 
respondents  herein  may  use  or  dispose  of 
any  controlled  materials  so  acquired,  and 
the  suspension  order  herein  shall  not  be 
treated  as  effecting  a  prohibition  by  a 
regulation  or  order  of  NPA  as  referred 
to  in  section  7  of  Direction  20  to  CMP 
Regulation  No.  1  as  to  any  controlled 
material  acquired  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Direction  20-  to  CMP  Regula¬ 
tion  No.  1  or  of  Direction  10  to  Revised 
CMP  Regulation  No.  6. 

In  all  other  respects  Suspension  Order 
43  shall  remain  in  full  force  and  effect. 

Issued  this  6th  day  of  March  1953  at 
Washington.  D.  C. 

National  Production 
Authority, 

By  Morris  R.  Bevington, 

Acting  Chief  Hearing  Commissoner. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  53-2388:  Piled,  Mar.  13,  1953; 

10:21  a.  m.] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[4th  Sec.  Application  27864] 

Class  and  Commodity  Rates  Between 
Augusta,  Ga.,  and  Pacific  Coast  Terri¬ 
tory 

application  for  relief 

March  11,  1953. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  relief  from  the  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Piled  by:  R.  E.  Boyle,  Jr.,  Agent,  for 
carriers  parties  to  schedules  listed  in  the 
application. 

Between:  Augusta,  Ga.,  and  Pacific 
coast  territory. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Competition  with 
rail  carriers,  circuitous  routes,  and  to 
maintain  grouping. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  provided 
by  the  general  rules  of  practice  of  the 
Commission,  Rule  73,  persons  other  than 
applicants  should  fairly  disclose  their 
interest,  and  the  position  they  intend 
to  take  at  the  hearing  with  respect  to 
the  application.  Otherwise  the  Com¬ 
mission,  in  its  discretion,  may  proceed 


to  investigate  and  determine  the  mat¬ 
ters  involved  in  such  application  with¬ 
out  further  or  formal  hearing.  If 
because  of  an  emergency  a  grant  of  tem¬ 
porary  relief  is  found  to  be  necessary 
before  the  expiration  of  the  15 -day  pe¬ 
riod,  a  hearing,  upon  a  request  filed 
within  that  period,  may  be  held  subse¬ 
quently. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  W.  Laird, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  53-2287;  Piled,  Mar.  13,  1953; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


[4th  Sec.  Application  27865] 

Phosphate  Rock  From  Florida  to 
Mobile,  Ala. 

APPLICATION  FOR  RELIEF 

March  11,  1953. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  relief  from  the  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by:  R.  E.  Boyle,  Jr.,  Agent,  for 
carriers  parties  to  Atlantic  Coast  Line 
Railroad  Company  tariff  I.  C.  C.  No. 
B-3232  and  Seaboard  Air  Line  Railroad 
Company  tariff  I.  C.  C.  No.  A-8153. 

Commodities  involved:  Phosphate 
rock,  crude,  as  described  in  the  applica¬ 
tion,  carloads. 

Prom:  Points  in  Florida. 

To:  Mobile,  Ala. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Rail  competition, 
water  or  water-rail  competition,  and 
circuitous  routes. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  general  rules  of  practice  of 
the  Commission,  Rule  73,  persons  other 
than  applicants  should  fairly  disclose 
their  interest,  and  the  position  they  in¬ 
tend  to  take  at  the  hearing  with  respect 
to  the  application.  Otherwise  .  the 
Commission,  in  its  discretion,  may  pro¬ 
ceed  to  investigate  and  determine  the 
matters  involved  in  such  application 
without  further  or  formal  hearing.  If 
because  of  an  emergency  a  grant  of  tem¬ 
porary  relief  is  found  to  be  necessary 
before  the  expiration  of  the  15-day  pe¬ 
riod,  a  hearing,  upon  a  request  filed 
within  that  period,  may  be  held  subse¬ 
quently. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  W.  Laird, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  53-2288;  Filed.  Mar.  13,  1953; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


[4th  Sec.  Application  27866] 

Grain  From  the  Midwest  to  Mobile,  Ala. 

APPLICATION  FOR  RELIEF 

March  11,  1953. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  application 


for  relief  from  the  long-and-short-haul 
provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by :  The  Chicago,  Rock  Island  and 
Pacific  Railroad  Company,  for  itself  and 
on  behalf  of  the  Gulf,  Mobile  and  Ohio 
Railroad  Company  and  the  Southern 
Railway  Company. 

Commodities  involved:  Grain,  grain 
products  and  related  articles,  carloads. 

From:  Albreight,  Nebr.,  Atchison, 
Kans.,  Council  Bluffs,  Iowa,  Kan.sas  City, 
Mo.-Kans.,  Omaha  and  South  Omaha^ 
Nebr.,  and  St.  Joseph,  Mo. 

To:  Mobile,  Ala.,  for  export. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Competition  with 
rail  carriers  and  circuitous  routes. 

Schedules  filed  containing  proposed 
rates:  CRI&P  RR.  tariff  I.  C.  C.  No 
C-13346,  Supp.  33, 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  general  rules  of  practice 
of  the  Commission,  Rule  73,  persons 
other  than  applicants  should  fairly  dis¬ 
close  their  interest,  and  the  position  they 
intend  to  take  at  the  hearing  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  application.  Otherwise  the 
Commission,  in  its  discretion,  may  pro¬ 
ceed  to  investigate  and  determine  the 
matters  involved  in  such  application 
without  further  or  formal  hearing.  If 
because  of  an  emergency  a  grant  of 
temporary  relief  is  found  to  be  neces¬ 
sary  before  the  expiration  of  the  15-day 
period,  a  hearing,  upon  a  request  filed 
within  that  period,  may  be  held  subse¬ 
quently. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  W.  Laird, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  53-2289,  Piled,  Mar.  13.  1953; 

8:40  a.  m.] 


[4th  Sec.  Application  27867] 
PULPBOARD  AND  FiBREBOARD  FROM  PHUA- 

delphia  and  Pencoyd,  Pa.,  Wilminctoh, 

Del.,  and  Baltimore,  Md.,  to  Greens¬ 
boro,  N.  C. 

APPLICATION  for  RELIEF 

March  11,  1953. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  relief  from  the  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by:  C.  W.  Boin,  Agent,  for  car¬ 
riers  parties  to  schedule  listed  below. 

Commodities  involved :  Pulpboard  and 
fibreboard,  carloads. 

From :  Philadelphia  and  Pencoyd.  Pa.. 
Wilmington,  Del.,  and  Baltimore,  Md. 

To :  Greensboro,  N.  C. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Competition  with 
rail  carriers  and  circuitous  routes. 

Schedules  filed  containing  proposed 
rates:  C.  W.  Boin,  Agent,  I.  C.  C.  No. 
A-899,  Supp.  7. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Comnus- 


Saturday,  March  14,  1953 

Sion  in  writing  so  to  do  w’ithin  15  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  pro- 
rided  by  the  general  rules  of  practice  of 
the  Commission,  Rule  73,  persons  other 
than  applicants  should  fairly  disclose 
Ibeir  interest,  and  the  position  they  in¬ 
tend  to  take  at  the  hearing  with  respect 
to  the  application.  Otherwise  the  Com¬ 
mission.  in  its  discretion,  may  proceed  to 
investigate  and  determine  the  matters 
Involv^  in  such  application  without 
further  or  formal  hearing.  If  because 
of  an  emergency  a  grant  of  temporary 
relief  is  found  to  be  necessary  before  the 
expiration  of  the  15 -day  period,  a  hear¬ 
ing,  upon  a  request  filed  within  that  pe¬ 
riod,  may  be  held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission. 

[sial]  George  W.  Laird, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  53-2290;  Filed,  Mar.  13,  1953; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


[4th  Sec.  Application  278681 

Scrap  Iron  From  Southern  Territory 
TO  Detroit,  Mich. 

APPLICATION  FOR  RELIEF 

March  11,  1953. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
Rbove-entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  relief  from  the  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Piled  by:  R.  E.  Boyle,  Jr.,  Agent,  for 
carriers  parties  to  schedule  listed  below. 

Commodities  involved:  Scrap  iron  or 
steel,  carloads. 

Prom:  Points  in  southern  territory. 

To:  Detroit,  Mich. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Rail  competition, 
circuity,  and  to  apply  rates  constructed 
on  the  basis  of  the  short  line  distance 
ionnula. 

Schedules  filed  containing  proposed 
rates:  C.  A.  Spaninger,  Agent,  I.  C.  C. 
No.  1329,  Supp.  1. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commis-sion  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  pro- 
aided  by  the  general  rules  of  practice 
<if  the  Commission,  Rule  73,  persons 
other  than  applicants  should  fairly  dis¬ 
close  their  interest,  and  the  position  they 
intend  to  take  at  the  hearing  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  application.  Otherwise  the 
Commission,  in  its  discretion,  may  pro¬ 
ved  to  investigate  and  determine  the 
Batters  involved  in  such  application 
without  further  or  formal  hearing.  If 
iBcause  of  an  emergency  a  grant  of 
temporary  relief  is  found  to  be  neces¬ 
sary  before  the  expiration  of  the  15- 
•tay  period,  a  hearing,  upon  a  request 
filed  within  that  period,  may  be  held 
subsequently. 

By  the  Commission. 

tsEAL]  George  W.  Laird, 

Acting  Secretary. 

R.  Doc.  53-2291;  Piled,  Mar.  13,  1963; 

8:48  a.  m..] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 

[4th  Sec.  Application  27869] 

Superphosphate  Prom  Bartlesville, 
Okla.,  to  Marysville,  Kans. 

APPLICATION  FOR  RELIEF 

March  11, 1953. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  relief  from  the  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by:  P.  C.  Kratzmeir,  Agent,  for 
the  Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe  Rail¬ 
way  Company,  Missouri- Kansas-Texas 
Railroad  Company  and  Union  Pacific 
Railroad  Company. 

Commodities  involved:  Superphos¬ 
phate,  carloads. 

From:  Bartlesville,  Okla. 

To:  Marysville,  Kans. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Rail  competition, 
circuity,  and  to  apply  rates  contracted  on 
the  basis  of  the  short  line  distance 
formula. 

Schedules  filed  containing  proposed 
rates:  P.  C.  Kratzmeir,  Agent,  I.  C.  C. 
No.  3919,  Supp.  152. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  •  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  general  rules  of  practice 
of  the  Commission,  Rule  73,  persons 
other  than  applicants  should  fairly  dis¬ 
close  their  interest,  and  the  position  they 
intend  to  take  at  the  hearing  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  application.  Otherwise  the 
Commission,  in  its  discretion,  may  pro¬ 
ceed  to  investigate  and  determine  the 
matters  involved  in  such  application 
without  further  or  formal  hearing.  If 
because  of  an  emergency  a  grant  of  tem¬ 
porary  relief  is  found  to  be  necessary 
before  the  expiration  of  the  15-day 
period,  a  hearing,  upon  a  request  filed 
within  that  period,  may  be  held  subse¬ 
quently. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  W.  Laird, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-2292;  Filed,  Mar.  13,  1953; 

8:48  a.  m.j 


[4th  Sec.  Application  27870] 

Petroleum  Products  in  Western  Trunk 
Line  Territory 

APPLICATION  FOR  RELIEF 

March  11,  1953. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  application 
for  relief  from  the  long-and-short-haul 
provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act. 

Piled  by:  C.  J.  Hennings,  Alternate 
Agent,  for  carriers  parties  to  schedules 
listed  below. 

Commodities  involved:  Gasoline  and 
other  petroleum  products,  in  tank-car 
loads. 

Prom:  Refining,  marine,  and  pipe  line 
terminals  in  Illinois,  Iowa,  Michigan. 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  South 
Dakota,  and  Wisconsin. 
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To:  Points  in  Illinois,  Iowa,  Michigan 
(upper  peninsula),  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Nebras^,  South  Dakota,  and  Wisconsin, 
within  a  radius  of  300  miles  of  origins. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Rail  and  motor 
competition  and  circuitous  routes. 

Schedules  filed  containing  proposed 
rates:  Alternate  Agent  Henning’s  I.  C.  C. 
No.  A-3790.  Supp.  67;  AT&SP  Ry.  I.  C.  C. 
No.  14555,  Supp.  5,  and  various  other 
tariffs  named  in  the  application. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commission 
in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days  from 
the  date  of  this  notice.  As  provided  by 
the  general  rules  of  practice  of  the  Com¬ 
mission.  Rule  73,  persons  other  than  ap¬ 
plicants  should  fairly  disclose  their  in¬ 
terest,  and  the  position  they  intend  to 
take  at  the  hearing  with  respect  to  the 
application.  Otherwise  the  Commission, 
in  its  discretion,  may  proceed  to  investi¬ 
gate  and  determine  the  matters  involved 
in  such  application  without  further  or 
formal  hearing.  If  because  of  an  emer¬ 
gency  a  grant  of  temporary  relief  is 
found  to  be  necessary  before  the  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  15-day  period,  a  hearing,  upon 
a  request  filed  within  that  period,  may  be 
held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  '  George  W.  Laird, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  53-2293;  Filed.  Mar.  13,  1953; 

8:48  a.  m.J 


I4th  Sec,  Application  27871] 

Crude  Rubber  From  Texas  and  Louisiana 
TO  Allyn’s  Point,  Conn. 

APPLICATION  FOR  RELIEF 

March  11.  1953. 

The  Commission  Is  in  receipt  of  the 
above -entitled  and  numbered  application 
for  relief  from  the  long-and-short-haul 
provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by:  F.  C.  Kratzmeir,  Agent,  for 
carriers  parties  to  schedules  listed  below. 

Commodities  involved :  Rubber,  crude, 
artificial,  synthetic  or  neoprene,  carloads. 

From:  Baytown,  Borger,  Houston,  and 
Port  Neches,  Tex.,  Lake  Charles  and  West 
Lake  Charles,  La. 

To :  Allyn’s  Point.  Conn. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Rail  competition, 
circuitous  routes,  and  to  apply  rates  con¬ 
structed  on  the  basis  of  the  short  line 
distance  formula. 

Schedules  filed  containing  proposed 
rates:  F.  C.  Kratzmeir,  Agent,  I.  C.  C. 
No.  3967,  Supp.  210;  F.  C.  Kratzmeir,’ 
Agent.  I.  C.  C.  No.  3906,  Supp.  165. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  general  rules  of  practice 
of  the  Commission.  Rule  73,  persons 
other  than  applicants  should  fairly  dis¬ 
close  their  interest,  and  the  position 
they  intend  to  take  at  the  hearing  with 
respect  to  the  application.  Otherwise 
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the  Commission,  In  its  discretion,  may 
proceed  to  investigate  and  determine 
the  matters  involved  in  such  application 
without  further  or  formal  hearing.  If 
because  cf  an  emergency  a  grant  of 
temporar3'  relief  is  found  to  be  necessary 
before  the  expiration  of  the  15-day 
period,  a  hearing,  upon  a  request  filed 
within  that  period,  may  be  held  subse¬ 
quently. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  W.  Laird, 

Acting  Secretary, 

IP.  R.  Doc.  53-2294:  Plied,  Mar.  13,  1953; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


(4th  Sec.  Application  27872] 

Crude  Rubber  Prom  Texas  and  Louisiana 
TO  Cicero  and  Montpelier,  Ind. 

application  for  relief 

March  11,  1953.' 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  relief  from  the  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by:  F.  C.  Kratzmeir,  Agent,  for 
carriers  parties  to  schedules  listed  below. 

Commodities  involved:  Rubber,  crude, 
artificial,  synthetic,  or  neoprene,  car¬ 
loads. 

Prom:  Baytown.  Boiler,  Houston,  and 
Port  Neches,  Tex.,  Lake  Charles  and  West 
Lake  Charles,  La. 

To:  Cicero  and  Montpelier,  Ind. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Rail  competition, 
circuitous  routes,  and  to  apply  rates  con¬ 
structed  on  the  basis  of  the  short  line 
distance  formula. 

Schedules  filed  containing  proposed 
rates:  P.  C.  Kratzmeir,  Agent,  I.  C.  C.  No. 
3967,  Supp.  210;  F.  C.  Kratzmeir,  Agent, 
I.  C,  C.  No.  3906,  Supp.  165. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  general  rules,  of  practice  of 
the  Commission,  Rule  73,  persons  other 
than  applicants  should  fairly  disclose 
their  interest,  and  the  position  they  in¬ 
tend  to  take  at  the  hearing  with  respect 
to  the  application.  Otherwise  the  Com¬ 
mission,  in  its  discretion,  may  proceed  to 
investigate  and  determine  the  matters 
involved  in  such  application  without  fur¬ 
ther  or  formal  hearing.  If  because  of 
an  emergency  a  grant  of  temporary  re¬ 
lief  is  found  to  be  necessary  before  the 
expiration  of  the  15-day  period,  a  hear¬ 
ing,  upon  a  request  filed  within  that  pe¬ 
riod,  may  be  held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  W.  Laird, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  53-2295;  Piled,  Mar.  13,  1953; 

8:49  a.  m.] 


(4th  Sto.  Application  27873] 

Sulphuric  Acid  From  Front  Royal  and 

Pulaski,  Va.,  to  Gonzales  and  Pensa¬ 
cola,  Fla. 

application  for  relief 

March  11, 1953. 

The  Commission  Is  in  receipt  of  the 
above- entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  relief  from  the  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by:  R.  E.  Boyle,  Jr.,  Agent,  for 
carriers  parties  to  schedule  listed  below. 

Commodities  involved :  Sulphuric  acid, 
in  tank-car  loads. 

From:  Front  Royal  and  Pulaski,  Va. 

To:  Gonzales  and  Pensacola,  Fla. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Competition  with 
rail  carriers  and  circuitous  routes. 

Schedules  filed  containing  proposed 
rates:  C.  A.  Spaninger,  Agent,  I.  C.  C.  No. 
1200,  Supp.  80. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  general  rules  of  practice  of 
the  Commission,  Rule  73,  persons  other 
than  applicants  should  fairly  disclose 
their  interest,  and  the  position  they  in¬ 
tend  to  take  at  the  hearing  with  respect 
to  the  application.  Otherwise  the  Com¬ 
mission,  in  its  discretion,  may  proceed 
to  investigate  and  determine  the  matters  • 
involved  in  such  application  without 
further  or  foimal  hearing.  If  because 
of  an  emergency  a  grant  of  temporary 
relief  is  found  to  be  necessary  before 
the  expiration  of  the  15 -day  period,  a 
hearing,  upon  a  request  filed  within  that 
period,  may  be  held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  W.  Laird, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  53-2296;  Piled,  Mar.  13,  1953; 

8:49  a.  m.J 


1 4th  Sec.  Application  27874] 

Pig  Iron  From  Rockwood,  Tenn.,  to 
Ceico,  Ohio 

application  for  relief 

March  11,  1953. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  relief  from  the  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by:  R.  E.  Boyle,  Jr.,  Agent,  for 
carriers  parties  to  schedule  listed  below. 

Commodities  involved:  Pig  Iron,  car¬ 
loads. 

From:  Rockwood,  Tenn. 

To:  Ceico,  Ohio. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Competition  with 
rail  carriers  and  circuitous  routes. 

Schedules  filed  containing  proposed 
rates:  C.  A.  Spaninger,  Agent,  L  C.  C. 
No.  1136,  Supp.  62. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 


application  shall  request  the  Commission 
in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days  from 
the  date  of  this  notice.  As  provided  by 
the  general  rules  of  practice  of  the  Com- 
mission.  Rule  73,  persons  other  than  ap. 
plicants  should  fairly  disclose  their  inter* 
est,  and  the  position  they  intend  to  take 
at  the  hearing  with  respect  to  the  appli. 
cation.  Otherwise  the  Commission,  in 
its  discretion,  may  proceed  to  investigate 
and  determine  the  matters  involved  in 
such  application  without  further  or  for* 
mal  hearing.  If  because  of  an  emer* 
gency  a  grant  of  temporary  relief  is 
found  to  be  necessary  before  the  expira* 
tion  of  the  15-day  period,  a  hearing,  upon 
a  request  filed  within  that  period,  may  be 
held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  George  W.  Laird, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  53-2297;  Filed,  Mar.  13,  1953; 

8:49  a.  m.] 


I4th  Sec.  Application  27875] 

Superphosphate  From  Kansas  City,  Mo* 
Kans.,  to  Wichita,  Kans. 

application  for  relief 

March  11,  1953. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  application 
for  relief  from  the  long-and-short-haul 
provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the  Inter* 
state  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by;  C.  J.  Hennings,  Alternate 
Agent,  for  the  Midland  Valley  Railroad 
Company  and  Missouri-Kansas-Texas 
Railroad  Company. 

Commodities  involved :  Superphos¬ 
phate  (acid  phosphate),  other  than 
ammoniated,  carloads. 

From :  Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans. 

To:  Wichita,  Kans. 

Grounds  for  relief :  Competition  with 
rail  carriers  and  circuitous  routes. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commission 
in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days  from 
the  date  of  this  notice.  As  provided  by 
the  general  rules  of  practice  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  Rule  73,  persons  other  than 
applicants  should  fairly  disclose  their  in¬ 
terest,  and  the  position  they  intend  to 
take  at  the  hearing  with  respect  to  the 
application.  Otherwise  the  Commissioa 
in  its  discretion,  may  proceed  to  inves¬ 
tigate  and  determine  the  matters  in¬ 
volved  in  such  application  without 
further  or -formal  hearing.  If  because 
of  an  emergency  a  grant  of  temporary 
relief  is  found  to  be  necessary  before  the 
expiration  of  the  15-day  period,  a  hear¬ 
ing,  upon  a  request  filed  wdthin  that 
period,  may  be  held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  W.  Laird, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  53-2298;  Piled,  Mar.  13,  1953; 

8:49  a.  m.J 


